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My Lord, 

Humbly beg leave to preſens 
| to your Lordſbips Panel, # 
very plain Diſcourſe , but 
very neceſſary in og 42 
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TheDedication. 
Age as this, wherein the principles 
of Rebellion are openly profe$t and 
taught, and the DoCtrine of Non- 
reſiſtance and , Paſſroe. Obedience , 
not confuted, but laught out of 
_ Countenanee:;* '-- 


& There. have been indeed. 4igredt 
many exeettent (Books writ pon 
this Argument by learned men ; but 
I fear mott-of ' them are too learned 
for ardimery Readers, - wvho' <wobt 
need in ion, \audrare most eaſi- 
ly pojſoned with Seditians 1Do- 
Grines ; and therefore there s 
fill grodfeon; emoufb for: futh +2 
ſmall Treatiſe as this, which 1 
bope is fitted to the m2 ng 
M4 = _— men, i apul be 
\home$t , as .impartia to 0 
Vader "it + ard TI who Wi Ie t 
veademr confider, wht 15 offieed 
for their conv3Tthon, are our of the 


reach 


The: Dedication. 
reach of ' all: inflimSion, and nub 
} Res” by other method. 


My Lord, 

Tour Lordſhips known Loyalty 
and Zeal for the ſerwice of the 
Crown, which by the favour of 
a wiſe. and diſcerning Prince has 
deſervedly advanced you to” ſo 
high» a: Station, made me preſume, 
that ſuch, a preſent. as. this, though 
in'it ſelf very mean, might not be 
wnaccepteble to you, eſpecially when 
it is intended as a publick ac- 
knowledgment (the bed which my 
mean circumſtances in the World 
enable me to make ) off thoſe great 
favours I have received from 


your Lordſbip. 


That.. God would bleſs your 
. Eordſbip with a long Life, and 
vigorous Age, and encreaſe of Ho- 

nour, 


The Dedication. 
nour, for the ſewvice of the King, - 
and of the Church, is the prayer 


My Lord, 


Your Lordſhips 
moſt humble and 


moſt obedient Servant, 


w. SHERLOCK. 
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The 


THE. 


CA'SE 


Reſiſtance 


OF THE 


SUPREME POWERS, 


Stated and Reſolved,  ... 


According to the Do&rme of the Holy 
SCRIPTURES. 


The INTRODUCTION. 


Preſume, I need make no apolos= 
gie-for the ſeaſonableneſs of this 
Diſcourſe at this time: for if e- 
ever it be fit to put People in 
' mind of that Subjection which 
they owe. to the Higher, Powers, no 
time can be; more proper for it, thati 
when we ſee the Peace and Security k 
Px 


o 


The Introdudion. 
Publick Government diſturbed and endan- 
gered by Popifh and Panatick Conſpira- 
cies, who like Sampſon's Foxes, though 
they look very ditterent ways, yet are 
tyed; together by the Tail with a Fire- 
brand \.ctween*hem ; #0d had not the 
good Providence of God wonderfully ap» 
peared for the preſervation of his Anoin- 
zed, Tam ſure it had been a very unſea- 
ſonable:r1ne.;now [to Tehve fregted on 
this SulheBts.:. $dd/ther ting a- 
| ſideall Apologies, I ſhall onely give a 
brief account, of the deſigne of this fol- 
lowing Treatiſe. . | 

There are three,ways of proving and 
confirmirlg the Dirimme of 'Non-refiſtance, 
or Subjetzon to Soveraign Princes. 1.By 
the 7e/timonzes of the ply Scriptures. 
2. By the Doctrine and Practice of the 
Primitive Chriſtians. 3. By the funda- 


Government under which we live. I 
have;conſidered the laſt, astriuch as was *# 
neceſſary ro my purpofe. The'ſecohd L ! 
have not meddled with: 'for whoever 
has a mind to be ſatisfied about it, may © 
conſult that admirable Difeoutſe'of 4:4. 
bifbop Uſher , about the Power of 'the © 
Prince, and the Obedience of the Subjett; | 
which will not coſt much money, nor 
take 


The Tntrodaion. 
take up much time to read it. . But the 
defigne I propoſed to my ſelf, was care- 
fally to conſider the Teſtimonics of 
Scripture, which are beyond all other 
Authorities, and to vindicate them from 
the Cavils and Exceptions of the ſeveral 
Patrons of Refffance. And the whole 
Diſcourſe isdivided intoitheſe following 
Chapters. | 

x. The Firſt contamsthe Authorities 
of the Old Teftameyt ; wherein I have 
plainly ſhewn; that God himſelf ſet up a 
Soveraign and Irrefiſtible Power in the 
Fewiſh Nation ; and that during all that 
time, it was unlawful for Subjetts; upon 
any pretence whatſoever, to reſiſt their 
Princes. _- 

2. The Second contains the Doftrine 
of our Saviour, concerning Subjetion to 
Soveraign Princes. | 

3. The Third contains an account of 
our Saviour's Example in this matter. 

4. The Fourth conſiders what Saint 
Paul's DoQrine was abbut SubjeCtion. 

5. The Fifth, the DoCtrine of Saint 
Peter. 

'6. The Sixth contains an Anſwer to 
the moſt popular Obje&tions againſt 
Now-refiltance. 

In examining the Authorities 6f Scri- 

B 2 ptare, 
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pture, 1 have carefully conſidered what- 
ever has been plauſibly urged in defence 
of*the Dottrine of Reſiſtance, and redu- 
ced it under: thoſe particular Texts 
which have: been thought moſt to fa- 
your it ::and Ido not know of any thing 
material, which has been'pleaded in this 
Cauſe, which! I: have wholly omitted: 
Poſſibly ſome may complain”, that I 
have not obſeryed the exaCt Rules of Art 
and Metbad:in! this, to. propoſe the Que- 
ftion, to explain the Terms: of it, to pro- 
duce my Proofs; and then to anſwer the 
Objetions which are made: againſt it. 
Now this. Igmwfk acknowledge 1n-part to 
be-true ;_ and [think this! Diſcourſe ne- 
ver the leſs perte& for that. The Pro- 
poſition: undertake fo:.prove,' is this : 
That Soveraign Princes; ofr.the Supreme 
Power 1n any cation, in-witomſoever it 
is plac'd, is:inall caſes itrefiſhible:* This 
is a plain Propdſition, which. needs no 
explanation:and'theway I take to prove 
it, is as plain; : by producing the 7eſti- 
monies of Scriptare both of the'Q/d and 
New Teſtament, as they lie in order, and 
ſhewing what Power they grant to Prin- 
ces, and what Obedience they require of 
Subjets. This is the faireſt way Icould 
think vn, to give my Readers a full view 

of 


The Introdution. 


of the Dofrine of the Scriptures in this 
matter ; and this was all I intended to 
do: for 1.am verily perſwaded, that 
were men once convinced that Reſiſtance 
of Princes 1s ' expreſly contrary to the 
Dofrine both of the Old and New Teſta- 
ment, it would be no eaſie matter, by a- 
ny other Arts or Pretences, to draw the 
moſt fanatical and -factious perſons a- 
mongſt us ( who retain any Reverence 
for God ) into a Rebellion. 


B 3 CHAP. 


The Cafe of Repſtance of 


CHAP. L 


Wherein the Unlawfulneſs of Re- 
ſefting the Supreme Powers 3s 
proved, from the Authority of the 
Old Teftament. 


O prove the unlawfulneſs of Re- 
fiſtance, I ſhall begin with the 
Old Teſtament. Now there 
isnothing moreevident, than that God 
ſet up ſuch a Supreme and Soveraign 
Power in the Fewiſh Nation , as could 
not, and ought not to be reſiſted by the 
Fundamental Laws of their Govern- 
ment. For this is all I am concerned at 
preſent to prove , That it 1s never law- 
ful toreſi{t the Higher Powers ; not that 
the Supreme and Soveraign power is al- 
ways to be in a fingle Perſon, but that 
wherever it is, It is1rreſiſtible , and that 
whenever this Supreme power by the 
Laws of the Nation, is inveſted in a /in- 
gle Perſon, ſuch a Prince muſt not upon 
any pretence W r be reſiſted. 


The firſt Govefnour God ſet over the 
Chil- 


the Supreme Powers. 
Children of rae/, when he. brought 


them out of the Land of Egypr., was. 


Moſes; and I think I need not prove 
how Sacred and-irreſiſtible his Authori- 
ty was. This is ſufficiently evident in 
the rebellion. of XForah, Darhan, and 4» 
biram , ain Moſes and Aaron , when 
God cauſcd the carth to open her mouth 
and ſwallow them up, 16 Numbers. 
And OO be thought AN EX» 
tra0 caſe, Moſes and Aaron being 
extraordinary perſons, immediately ap- 
pointed by God , and governed by his 
immediate direction;the Apoſtle St.Zade 
alleadges this example againſt thole in 
his days , who were turbulent and fa- 
Ctious, who deſpiſed dominions, and ſpate 
evil of dignities , that they ſhould periſh 
in the gainſaying of Core , Fad. v. 11. 
which he could not have done, had not 
this example extended to all ordinary, 
as well as extraordinary Caſes ; had it 
not been a laſting teſtimony of Gods 
diſpleaſure againſt all thoſe, who oppoſe 
themſelves againſt the Soveraign pou 
But Moſes was not always to rule over 
them , and therefore God expreſly pro- 
vides for a Succeſſion of Soveraign pow- 
er, to which they muſt all ſubmir. Dh 
erdinary Sovereign power of the Jewi 

B 4 Na- 
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Nation after Moſes his death, was devol« 
ved either on the high Prieſt, or thoſe 
extraordinary perſons whom God was 
pleaſed to raiſe up , ſuch as Foſhua and 
the ſeveral Judges, till m Samuels days 
it ſetled in their Kings. 'For as for the 
Fewiſh Sanhedrim , whoſe power is ſo 
much extolled by the Fewifſh Writers, 
who are all of a: late date, many years 
ſince the deſtrudtion of Ferufalem , and 
therefore no competent witneſſes of what 
was done ſo many ages' before , it does 
not appear from any teſtimony of Scri- 
pture, that there was any ſuch Court of 
Fudicature , till after their return from 
the Babyloniſh Captivity. 

But yet God took care to ſecure the 
Peace and good Government of the Na- 
tion, by appointing ſuch a power as 
ſhould receive the laſt Appeals, and 
whoſe Sentence in all Controverſies 
ſhould be final, and uncontroulable , as 
you may ſee inthe 17 Deut.'8,9, 10,11, 
12 v. There were inferiour Magiſtrates 
and Fudges appointed in their ſeveral 
Tribes and Cities , which Moſes did by 
the advice of Fethro his Father-in-law, 
and by the approbation of God; Exod. 
18. But as the Supreme Power was ſtill 
reſerved in the hands of Moſes", - while 

| he 


the Supreme Powers: 
he lived, ſo it is here ſecured to thethigh 
Prieſt; or Fudges,. after his deaths; for it 
is expreſly appointed , that if thofe-in- 
feriour Fadges' could-not determine 'the 
Controverſfie-, they ſhould: come unto 
the Prieſts, .-the' Levites , - that is, the 
Prieſts of the 7ribe of \Levi , (who by 
the'1 2 ver. appearsonly to be the:/phb 
Prieſt.) and to: the Judge that ſhall". be 
in thoſe days , 'that'is ,"'1t- it ſhall be: at 
ſucha/time , when there is an extraore 
dinary Judge raiſed by God, (for. there 
were not always ſuch Fudges in Jſrael, 
as is evident to anyone who reads the 
Book 'of Judges): and':of them"they 
ſhould inquire, ' aud 'they ſhall ſhew:ithe 
ſentence of Judgment ; and thou ſhalt do 
according . tp the Sentence which they” | 

that" place , (which. the:Lord ſhall chooſe) 
ſhall ſbew thee , 'and thou ſhalt obferve: to 
Ao atcording to all they ſhall inform thee. 
Where the Place which God ſhall chooſe, 
ſignifies the Place which. he ſhould ap- 
point for the Ark of the Covenant, and 
for the Levitical worſhip ; which was 
the place where the high Prie/t,and the 
chief Fudge .or Ruler: of 7frael';': when 
there was any ſuch perſon, had their or- 
dinary reſidence ; which was at firſt at 
Shilo, and aſterwards:at Feruſalem... - 
I | An 


The Caſe of Reſaftance of 

And what the Authority of the 
chief Prieſt , or of the Fudge whea there 
was one,was in thoſe days, appears from 
vV. 12. And the man that will do preſum- 
ptuouſly, and will not hearken to the 
Prieſt , (that CH ne Loy 

ore the Lord thy Gad)ar unto t Woe, 
_= that man fe die, and thou ſhalt 
put away the evil from. Jrael. This 1s 
as abſolute Authority , as the moſt ab- 
ſolute Monarch in the world can chal- ' 
lenge, that diſobedience to their laſt and 
final determination, what ever the cauſe 
be, ſhall be puniſht with . death : and 
what place can there be for Refiſtance 
in ſuch a Conſtitution. of Government 
as this? It is faid indeed in v.11. accor- 
ding to the ſentence of. the Law , which 
they ſball teach thee, and according, to the 
judgment that they. ſhall tell thee , thou 
foalt do. And hence ſome canclude, 
that they were not bound toabide by 
their ſentence , nor were puniſhable, if 
they did not, but onely in ſuch caſes, 
when they gave ſentence according to 
the Law of God. But theſe men do 
nat conſider that the matter in contro» 
verſie is ſuppoſed to bedoubtful , and 
ſuch as could not be determined: by the 
znferiour Courts, and therefore is _ 


the Supreme Powers, © 
ted to the deciſion of the Suptewe 
Fudge ; and as he determined , 1o' they 
"ouſt do; and no man,under the penalty 
of death, muit preſume to do-atherwile : 
which takes away all liberty of judging 
from private perſons, though this S- 
preme Judge might poſſibly miſtake in 
his Judgment, as all humaze Fudicatures 
are liable to miſtakes ; but it ſeems God 
Almighty thought it neceſlary that 
there ſhould be ſome final Judgmeat, 
from whence there ſhould be no appeal, 
notwithſtanding the poſlibility of a mi- 
ſtake in it. 

So that there was a Supreme and So- 
veraign, that is, unaccountable and irre- 
ſiſtible Power in the Jewi/þ Nation ap» 
pointed by God himlelt : tor indeed it is 
- not poſſible that the publick Peace and 
Security of any Nation ſhould be pre- 
ſerved without it. And I think it is as 
plain, that when the Fews would haye a 
King, their Kings were inveſted with this 
Supreme and IJrrefitible Power : for 
when they deſired a Xing , they did not 
deſire a meer nawinal and titular King, 
but a King ta judge them, and to go out 
before them, and fight their battels ; that 
is, 2 Xing who had the Supreme and So- 
veraign Authority, 1 Sam. 8. 6. 1g. 20. 
2 
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a King who ſhould have all that power 
of Government, excepting the peculiar 
acts of the Prieſtly Office, which either 
their Zigh-Prieft or their Judges had 

before. | 
And therefore when Samuel tells them 
what ſhall be the manner of "their King, 
11 ver. though what he ſays does ne- 
ceſſarily ſuppoſe the tranſlation of the 
Soveraign and Irreſiſtible power to'the 
perſon of their Xxg, yet it does not ſup- 
poſe that the Xing had any new power 
yu him more than what was exCrci- 
ed formerly by their Prieſts and Fud- 
es. Hedoes notdeter them from chu- 
; King , becauſe a King ſhould have 
eater power, and be more uncontrou- 
ableand irreſiſtible than their other Ru- 
ters were : for Samuel himſelf had had as 
ſoveraign and irreſiſtible a power as any 
King, being the Supreme Judge in 7ſra- 
el, whoſe Sentence no man could diſo- 
bey or contradift , but he incurred the 
penalty of death, . according to the Mo- 
faical Law. But the reaſon why he diſ- 
{wades them from chuſing a Xing, was 
becauſe the external Pomp and Magni- 
ficence of Kings was like to be very 
chargeable and oppreſſive to them. Ze 
will take your ſons and appoint them for 


himſelf, 


the Supreme Powers. -- r3 

himſelf, for his chariots, and to be his horſe- 
men, and ſome ſhall run before his chariots. 
And he will appoint him captains over 
thouſands,. and captains over fifties, and 
will ſet them to ear his ground, andt6 reap 
bs harveſt. And thus in ſeveral parti- 
culars he acquaints them what burdens . 
and: exaCtions they - wilt bring upon 
themſelves by ſetting up a Xing ,- which 
they were then free-trom : and'it any 
Prince ſhould be exceſſive in ſuch exa- 
ftions, yet they had no. way 'to help 
themſelves; they muſt .not-reſiſt;nor 
rebet againſt him, nor expe&t,that what 
inconvenience they might find'1n- X; 
ly Government, God would relieve and 
deliver them from it , when once they, 
had choſe a Xing : Te ſhall try out in that 
day; becauſe of your King which ye \ have 
choſen you, and the. Lord will not beat you 
in that day, v.18. . That is, God'will not 
alter the government for you again, 'how 
much ſoever you ' may complain 'of 
WW 71 .G bw 

This, I ſay, is a plain proof that their 
Kings were inveſted withthat Soveraigti 
Power which muſt not.\be'r b 
though they oppreſs their Subje&ts-to 
maintain their own State, and theGran- 
deur and Megnificence of: theit =_ 
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The Caſe of Refiftance of 
dom. But I cannot think, that theſe 
words contain the original grant and 
Charter of Regal power, but only the 
tranſlation of that power which was for- 
mezly in their high-Priefts or Judges to 
Kings: Kings had no more power than 
their other Governours had : for there 
can be + no power greater than that 
which is irreſiſtible ; but this power in 
the hands of Xings was likely to be more 
burdenſome and oppreſiive to them;than 
it whs in the hands of their Prieſts and 
Fudges:; 'by reaſon of their different 
way of4iving; which is the onely argu- 
ment Same! uſes to diſſuade them trom 
transfering the Supreme and Soveraign 

er to Princes. And therefore I ra- 
ther chooſe to Tranſlate Miſhpat , as 
our Tranſhtors do, by the manner of the 
King, than as other learned men do , by 
the right of the King , thereby under- 
ſtanding the original Charter of Kingly 
power : for it 15 not the Regal power 
which Samuel here blames, which is no 
other but the very ſame power which 
he himſelf had , while he was Supreme 
Fudge of Tſrael, but their pompous 
way of living, which would prove very 
oppreſitve and burdenſome to them, and 
beapt to make them complain,who had 
not been uſed to ſuch exaftions. And 


the Siifreihe Powers. 


And here before 1 proceed , give me 
leave to make a wn eagy 
dication of ingly which 
ſome men think 15greatly —_— by 
this ſtory. For 1. [tis evident that 
was angry with the Fews for doſing 2 

King; and declared: his anger 

them, by ſending a violent tempeſt of 
Thunder and Rain in Wheat-harveſt ; 
which made them .confeſs, rhat they had 
azded to all their fims thus evil, to '\axk a 
King, 1 Sam.12. 16,17. Oc. From 
whence ſome conclude , that 
power and Authoriry'is fo far trom 
ing the Original appointment and con- 
ftirution of God , that it is di 

to him. And 2. that Samuel indeſcrt» 
bing the Manner of the King, repreſents it 
as oppreſſiveand uneaſie to Subjects, and 
much more burdenſome, and leſs deſira- 
ble than other Formsof Goverhment. 

r. Asforthe firſt;it muſt be acknow- 
, that God was angry! with the 
Children of 1ſrael for asking a Xing : but 
then theſe men miſtake the reaſon, hich 
wy not becauſe God is an enemy to 

ly Government , but becauſe he him- 
Fr was the Xing of , or betes he, 
ing'a Xiwg to go in and out before 
they expreſt. a diſlike of Gods Govers- 


| 
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ment of them. Thus God tells Samuel, 
They thave not rejefted thee,but they have 
rejefted me., that I ſhould uot reign over 
therks,x Sam. 8. 7. And: thus Samuel ag-. 
| 5 their ſin ;' 1that ithey ſaid, Nay: 

t.a King ſhall reignwover us ; when the: 
Lord:your God was your King, 12 Chap: 
I2JWL i -; g 3 , f 
- /Now:the Crime: had been the fame, 
had they ſet up an-driſfocratical ot De- 
movratical, Government'; as well as Res 
ga/Power,, \in-derogation of Gods Gos 
vernment of them..:/Their fault was.not 
in. chooſing to be goyerned by. a ſingle 
perfoh:;: tor ſo they had been governed 
all alobg, by. Moſes and Foſbua, by their 
bigh-Praeſts, or thaſt.other extraordina- 
ry. Frdlges whom: God had: raiſed up, 
and at; this very time by Samuel him- 
{clf'-| for it. is a great-miſtake to think 
that:the Jews, before they choſe a Xing, 
were governed by a Synedrial power,like 
an: Ariſtocracy or Dembcraty, which there 
15-rjat»-4he leaſt appearance of in all the 
Sacred Hiſtory ; tor. as for thoſe perſons 
whom Moſes: by the advice of Fethro 
{ct avet the people',. they were not a 
ſuprenje.or. Soveraige Tribunal, but ſuch * 
Suberdinate Magiſtrates as every Prince 
makes uſe of tor adminiſtring Juſtice » 
& f 


the Supreme Powers. 
the People. They were Rulers of thou- 


ſands, Rulers of hundreds, Rulers of fif- 


ties, Rulers of tens, 18 Exod. 21. and 


were ſo far from being one ſtanding Ju- », 


dicature, that they were divided amon 
their ſeveral Tribes and Families ; on 
were fo far from being ſupreme , that 
»Mofſes ſtill reſerved all difficult caſes, and 
laſt appeals , that is, the true Soveraign 
power to himſelf, as it was afterwards 
by an expreſs Law reſerved to the Zigh 
Prieſts, and Judges extraordinarily ap- 
pointed: and there is ſo little appea- 
rance of this Soveraign Tribunal in 
Samuels days , that he himſelf went in 
Circuit every year, as our Judges now 
do, to Bethel and Gilgal, and Mizpeh,and 
judged Iſrael, 1 Sam.7.16. 

But the tault of ſrae/in asking a Xing 
was this, that they preferred the go- 
verament of a King, before the imme- 
diate government of God. For the un- 
derſtanding of which, it will be neceſla- 
ry to pore No briefly, how Gods gc- 
vernment of 7ſrael differ d from their 
ns: by Kings. For when they 
had choſe a King , cid God ceaſe to be 
the King of /ſrae/ > was not their King 
Gods Miniſter and Vicegerent, as their 


Rulers and Judgeswere belore ? was , 


i. not 
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not the King God's Anointed 2 and did 
he not receive the Laws and Rules of 
Government from him ? yes, this 1s in 

F ſome meaſure truc,and yet the difference 
is Very great. 

While God was the King of Uſrael, 
though he appointed a Supreme viſible 
Authority in the Nation, yet the exer- 
ciſe of this Authority was under the 1m- 
mediate dire&ion and government of 
God. Moſes and Foſhua did not ſtir a 
ſtep, nor attempt any thing without 
Gods order, no more than a menial ſer- 
vant does without the direction of his 
Maſter. Intimes of Peace, they were 
under the ordinary government of the 
High Prieſt, who was God's immediate 
ſervant, who declared the Law to them, 
and in difficult caſes, referred the cauſe 
troGod, whogave forth his anſwers by 
him : when they were oppreſt by rheir 
enemies, which God never permitted,but 
for their fins, when they repented and 
begged Gods pardon and deliverance, 
God raiſed up fome extraordinary per- 
ſons.endued with an extraordinary ſpirit, 
to fight their Battels for them, and ſub- 
due their Enemies, and to judge 1ſrael ; 
and theſe men did every thing by a Di- 
vinc impulſe and inſpiration , as Moſes 

and 
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and Foſhua did. ' So that they were as 
immediately governed by God , as any 
man governs his own houſe and Family. 
But when the Government was pur in- 
to the hands of Kings, God in a great 
meaſure left the adminiſtration of it to 
the will and pleaſure of Princes, and to 
the methods of humane Governments 
and Policy. 

Though God did immediately ap- 
point Saul, and afterwards David to be 
King , yet ordinarily the government 
deſcended nat by God's immediate 
choice, but by the right of Succeſſion : 
and though ſome Kings were Prophets 
too, yet it-was not often ſo; they were 
not ſo immediately dire&ted by God as 
the Fudges of old were , but had their 
Councels of State for advice in peace and 
.war ,. and their ſtanding Armies and 
Guards for the defence of their Perſons 
2nd Government. They were indeed 
commanded. to govern by the Laws of 
Meſes, to.conſult the Oracles.of God in 
difficult caſes, and God raiſed up extra- 
ordinary Prophets to direct them , but 
ſtill it was initheir own power, whether 
they would obey the Laws of God, or 
hearken to his Prophets ; good Kings 
did, and bad Kings did not ; and there- 


C 2 fore 


The Caſe of Reſiſtance of 
fore the government of /ſrae/ by Kings, 
was like other humane governments, 
lyable to all the defetts and miſcarriages 
which other governments are ; whereas 
while the government was immediately 
in God's hands, they did not only re- 
ceive their Laws, and external Polity 
trom him', but the very executive pow» 
er was in God:for though it was admint' 
ſtred by Men, yet it was admfifiſtred by 
God's nmmediate direftion,with the moſt 
exact Wiſdom, Juſtice and Goodneſs. 

This was the ſin of the Fews, that 
they preterred the Government of an 
earthly King, before having God for 
their King; and this muſt be acknowled- 
ged to be a great fault', but it is ſuch a 
tauſr, as no other Nation was ever ca- 
pable of, but only the Jews, becauſe God 
never vouchfafed to be Xing of any 0- 
ther Nation in ſuch a manner; and there- 
fore we muſt not compare Kingly go- 
vernment, for there is no competition 
between them, with the Government of 
God, but we muſt compare Kingly go- 
verhment with any other form of hu- 
mane Government ; and then we have 
reaſon to believe, that-notwithſtanding 
God was angry with the Fews,, and this 
was @ caſe peculiar to the Jews for defi- 

ring 
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ring a King, that yet he prefers Kingly 
government before any other, becauſe 
when he foreſaw that the Fews would in 
time grow weary of his government, he 
makes proviſion in their Law , for ſet- 
ting up a King , not: for ſetting up an 
Ariſtocratical or Demotratical power, 
which their Law makes no allowance 
for, as you may ee, 17 Deuter. 14. 

2. Another objeCtion againſt Kingly 
power and Government, is, that Samuel 
in this place repreſents it as very op- 
preſſive and burdenſome to the Subject. 
For what ſome men anſwer, that Samue/ 
ſpeaks here only of the abuſe of Regal 
Power, I think is not true; for the meer 
abuſe of power is no Argument againſt 
it, becauſe all kind and torms of power 
are lyable to be abuſed , and by rhisrea- 
ſon we ſhould have no government at 
all. And it is evident, that Samuel does 
not mention any one thing here,that can 
be called an abuſe of power , nothing 
but what is abſolutely neceflary to 
maintain the State and Magnificence of - 
an Imperial Crown. For how can a 


Prince ſubſiſt without Officers and Ser- 


vants of all forts, both Men and Wo- 
men , both for the uſes of his Family, 
and the ſervice of his government both 
C 3 in 
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in Peace and War ? and how can this 
be maintained , bur by a Revenue pro- 
portionble to the expence? and ſince 
nor:2 of them had ſuch an eſtate, as to 
det: ay this charge themſelves, whoever 
was to be choien King, mult have it 
from others, by publick Grants and 
publick Taxes, which he here expreſſes 
by raking their fields and their vineyards, 
and their olrve-yards, the tenth of their 
fie/ds, and their vineyards, and the tenth 
of their ſheep, for himſelf and his ſervants, 
the tent! (4..0g the uſual Triture, paid 
to ths Eaſtern Kings. This 1s not an 
abuſe of pew: r , toough ſome Princes 
might be exccii.vc 1n all this, but it 1s 
the mgnmer of the King , that which is 
neceſlary to his Royal State. There is 
nothing of a!l tis torbid in 17 Deuter. 
where God gives Laws to the Xing; and 
indeed to torbid this, would be to for- 
bid Kingly power, which cannot ſubſiſt 
withour it. 

Indeed I find ſome Learned men mi- 
{taken in this matter ; tor they take it 
tor granted, that what Samuel here calls 
the manner of the King, 1s iuch an abuſe 
of power , as God had expreſly forbid 
to Kings in the 17 of Deuter. 16, 17, 
but why the abuſe of Regal power ſhould 
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be called the manner or the right of the 


Kieg, is paſt my underſtanding. Miſh 


pat, however you Tranſlate it, muſt ſig- 
nifie ſomething which is eſſential to 
Kingly government, otherwiſe Samuels 
Argument agaiaſt chuſing a Xing had 
been ſophiſtical and fallacious. For 
there is no Form of Government but is 
lyable to great abuſes, when it falls in- 
toill hands: and this they had experience 
of at this very time; for the miſcarri- 
ages of Samuel's Sons, was the great rea- 
ſon, why the peopleat this time defired 
a King, 1 Sam. 8. 3, 4,5. Andit we 
compare theſe two places together, what 
God forbids the King, wich what Samu- 
el calls the manner f the King, we ſhall 
find nothing alike. In the 17 of Deur. 
16, 17.v. God tells them , that their 
King ſhall not multiply horſes to himſelf, 
nor cauſe the people to return into Egypt, 
to the end that he ſhould multiply horſes, 
for as much as the Lord hath ſaid unto you, 
Te ſhall henceforth return no more that 
way. God would not allow them 
to have any Commerce or intercourſe 
with Egypt , and therefore forbid their 
Kings to multiply horſes, with which 
Egypt did abound, that there might be 
no new familiarity contrated with that 
C 4 Ido- 
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[dolatrous Nation. Neither ſhall he 
multiply wives to himſelf , that his heart 
turn not away. Where multiplying wives 
ſeems plainly to refer to his taking wives 
of other Nations and other Religions, 
as appears from what is added, that his 
heart turn not away : that is, leſt they 
ſhould ſeduce him to [dolatry , -as we 
know Solomon's wives did him, who are 
therefore ſaid to turn away his heart, 
1 Kings 11. 3,4. Neither ſhall he great- 
ly multiply to himſelf filver and gold. For 
luch a covetous humour would might1- 
ly tempt him to oppreſs his Subjects. 
This is all that God expreſly torbids 
their Kings, when they ſhould have any: 
But now Sameel in deſcribing the manner 
of the King, takes no notice of any thing 
of all this, but only tells them, that 
their Xing would appoint out fit perſons 
for his ſervice of their Sonsand Daugh- 
ters , that they ſhould pay Tribute to 
him , and ſhould themſelves be his ſer- 
wants; not as. ſervants ſignifies flaves 
and vaſlals , but Subjefts, who owe all 
duty and ſervice to their Prince as far as 
he needs them. | 

But what is it then that Samuel finds 
fault with in Xizgly power,& which he u- 
{es as an argument to diſſuade the Chil- 
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dren of /ſrael trom deſiring a Kingzwhy 
it is no more, than the neceſſary expen- 
ces and ſervices of Xingly power , which 
would be thought very grievous to 
them,” who were a free people, and at 
that time ſubject to no publick ſervices 
and exaftions. The government they 
then lived under was no charge at all to 
them They were governed, as I db- 
ſerved before , either by their Zigh 
Prieſt, or by Judges extraordinarily rai- 
ſed by God. As for their Figh Prieſts, 
God himfelf had allotted theif main- 
tenance ſutable to the quality and dig- 
nity of their Office ; and therefore they 
were no more charge to the people when 
they were their Supreme Governors, 
than they were, when the power was in 
other hands,cither in the hands of Fudg- 
es or Kings. As for their Judges whom 
God raiſed up, they affefted nothing of 
Royal greatneſs , they had no Servants 
or Retinue, ſtanding Guards or Armies 
to maintain their Authority, which was 
ſecured by that Divine power with 
which they ated, not by the external 
pomp and ſplendour of a Court. Thus 
we find Moſes 'appealing to God in the 
Rebellion of Forah, F have not taken one 
Aſs from them; neither have I hurt any of 


then, 
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them , 16 Numbers 15. And thus Sa- 
muel appeals to the Children of 7ſrael 
themſelves, Behold, here I am, witneſs a- 
gainſt me before the Lord, and before his 
Anointed; whoſe Oxe have I taken 2 or 
whoſe Aſs have I taken 2 or whom have I 
defrauded > whom have I pprefſed 2 or 
of whoſe hands have I recerved any bribe 
zo blind mine eyes therewith 2 and Twill 
reſtore it, 1 Sam. 12.. 3. Now a people, 
who lived fo tree from all Tributes, ex- 
ations, and other ſervices due to Prin- 
ces, maſt needs be thought ſick of caſe 
and liberty, to exchange 1o cheap, ſo free 
a State, for the neceſfary burdens and 
expences of Royal power , though it 
were no more than what 1s neceſfary ; 
which is the whole of Samuels argument, 
not 'that Kingly government 1s more 
expenſive and burdenſome than any 
other form of humane government, but 
that it was to bring a new burden upon 
themſelves, when they had none before. 
No humane Governments, whether De- 
mocracies or Ariſtocracies,can ſubſiſt, but 
upon the publick charge;and the neceſſa- 
ry expences of Xingly power are not grea- 
ter than of a Commonwealth, Tam ure 
this Ai»gdow did not find their burdens 
eaſed by pulling down their Xing ; and 
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I believe , whoever acquaints himſelf 
with the ſeveral forms of government, 
will find Xingly Power to be ascaſie up- 
on this ſcore, as Commonwealths. So 
that what Samuel diſcourſes here, and 
which ſome men think ſo great a retle- 
&tion upon ingly government, does not 
at all concera us, but was peculiar to the 
ſtate and condition of the Fews at that 
t1Me. 

Let us then proceed to conſider how 
facred and irreſiſtible the Perſons and 
Authority of Kings were under the Few- 
ib Government ; and there cannot be a 
plainer example of this, than an the caſe 
of David. He was himſel anointed to 
be King after Saul's death, but in the 
mean time was grievouſly perſecuted 
by Saul, purſued trom one place to ano- 
ther, with a deſigne to take away his 
life. How now does David behave 
himſelf in this extremity 2 What-conrſe 
does he take to fecure himſelf from 
Saul > Why he takes'the onely courſe 
that is left a Subject ; he flies for it, and 
hides himſelf from Saul in the Moun- 
tains and Caves of the Wilderneſs ; and 
when.he found ke was diſcovered in-one 
place, he removes to another : He kept 
Spies upon Saw! to obſerve his motions, 
nor 
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not that he might meet him to give him 
Battel, or to take him at an advantage; - 
but that he might keep out of his way, 

and not fall unawares into his hands. 
Well, but this was no thanks to Da+« 
vid, becauſe he could do no otherwiſe. 
He was too weak for Saul, and not a- 
ble to ſtand againſt him; and therefore 
had no other remedy but flight. Bur 
yet we muſt conſider, that David was a 
man of War, he ſlew Goliah, and fought 
the Battels of Zrae/ with great ſucceſs; 
he was an admired and beloved Captain, 
which made Saul fo jealous of him; the 
eyes of Iſrael were upon him for their 
next King, and how eaſily might he 
have raiſed a potent and formidable Re- 
 bellion againſt Sau/ ! But he was fo far 
from this, that he invites no man to his 
aſſiſtance ; and when ſome came unin- 
vited, he made no uſe of them in an of- 
fenſive or defenſive War againſt Sau/. 
Nay, when God delivered Saul two ſe- 
veral times into David's hands, that he 
could as eaſily have killed him, as have 
cut off the skirts of his garment at En- 
gedi, x Sam. 24. or as have taken that. 
ſpear away which ſtuck in the ground at his 
bolſter, as he did in the hill of Hachilah, 
I Sam. 26. yet he would neither touch 
Saul 
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Saul himſelf, nor ſuffer ws of the peo- 
ple that were with him to do it, though 
they were very importunate with him 
for liberty to kill Sau/; nay, though 
they urged him with an argument from 
Providence, that it was a plain evidence 
that it was the Will of God that he 
ſhould kill Sal, becauſe God had now 
delivered his enemy into his hands, ac- 
cording to the promiſe he had made to 
David, 1 Sam. 2.4. 4. 26ch. ver. 8. We 
know what uſe ſome men have made of 
this argument of Providence, to juſtific 
all the YiJanes they had amind'to att : 
but David, it ſeems, did not think that 
an opportunity of doing evil, gave him 
licenſe and authority to do it. Oppor- 
tunity, we ſay, makes a 7hief, and it 
makes a Rebel, and it makes a Murder- 
er : no man can do any Wickednelſs, 
which he has no opportunity of doing ; 
and if the Providence of God, which puts 
ſuch opportunities into mens hands, ju- 
ſtifies the wickedneſs they commit, no 
man can be chargeable with any guilt 
whatever he does ; and certainly op- 
portunity will as ſoon juſtifie any other 
ſin, as Rebellion and the Murder of 
Princes, Weare tolearn our duty from 
the Law of God, not from his -Provi- 
dence ; 
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dence; at leaſt, this muſt be a ſetled 
Principle, that the Providence of God 
will never juſtifie any ation which his 
Law forbids. 

And therefore, notwithſtanding this 
opportunity which God had put into his 
hands to deſtroy his enemy, and to 
take the Crown for his reward, David 
conſiders his duty , remembers, that 
though Saul were his enemy, and that 
very unjuſtly, yet he was the Lords 4- 
wornted. The Lord forbid, fays he, that 
T ſhould do this unto my Maſter the Lords 
Anointed. to ſtretch forth my hand againſt 
him , ' ſeeing he ws the Lords Anointed. 
Nay, he was1o far from taking away his 
like, that his heart ſmote him tor cutting 
off the skirt of his Garment. And we 
ought . to obſerve the reaſon David 
orves, why he durſt not hurt Saul, Be- 
cauſe hewas the Lords Anointed ; which 
is the very reaſon the Apoſtle gives in 
the 13 Rom. 1,2. becauſe the powers are 
ordained of God ; and he that refiſteth the 
power, refiſteth the ordinance of God. For 
to be anointed of God, ſignifies no more 
than that he was made King by God. 
Thus Foſephus expounds being anointed 
by God, 4 %s Baakie; ethic, One Who 
had the Kingdom beſtowed on him by 
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God; and 9 * wagmm4ic, one who 
was ordained by God. For it ſeems by 
this phraſe, he look'd upon the external 
ceremony of Anointing to be like impo- 
fition of hands, which in other cafes 
conſecrated Perſons to peculiar offices. 
For this external Un&tion was onely a 
viſible ſigne of Gods defignation ofthem 
to fuch an office; and when that was 
plain, they were as much God's Anoin- 
ted without this viſible Un&tion as with 
it. Cyrus is called God's Anointed, 
though he never was anointed by an 
Prophet , but onely deſigned for his 
Kingdom by Prophefie, 45 /fai.x. And 
we never read in Scripture, that any 
Kings had this external Un&tion, who 
ſucceeded in the Kingdom by right of 
inheritance, unleſs the Title and Succeſ- 
fion were doubtful'; and yet they were 
the Lord's Anointed too, that is, were 
 plac'd in the Throne'by him. So that 
this is an'eternal reafon againſt refiſting 
Soveraign Princes, that they are ſet up 
by God, and inveſted with his authort- 
ty; and therefore their Perſons and 
their authority are ſacred. 

But yet there are ſome men, who 
from the example of David, think they 
can prove the lawfulnefs of a defenſive, 
though 


32 


The Caſe of Reſiſtance of 
though not. of an offenſive War. For ' 
David, when he fled from Saul, made 
himſelf Captain of four hundred men, 
1 Sam. 22. 2. which number ſoon in- 
creaſed to ſix hundred, 1 Sam. 23. 13. 
and ſtill every day increaſed by new ad- 
ditions, 1 Chron. 12. 1. Now why 
ſhould he entertain theſe men,but to de- 
fend himſelf againſt the forces of Saul? 
that is, to make a defenſive War when- 
ever he was aſſaulted by him. S 

I. In anſwer to this, I obſerve, that 
David invited none of theſe men after 
him, but they came Volunteers after a 
Beloved Captain and General ; which 
ſhews how formidable he could eaſily 
have made himſelf, when ſuch numbers 
reſorted to him of their own accord. 

2. When he had them, he never u- 
ſed them for any hoſtile aCts againſt 
Saul, or any of his forces; he never 
ſtood his ground, when he heard Sau7 
was coming, but always fled, and his 
men with Pim; men who were never 
uſed to flie, and were very ready to 
have ſerved him againſt Sau! himſelf, 


would he have permitted them. And 


I ſuppoſe they will not call this a defen- 
ſive War, to flie before an enemy, and 
to hide themſelves in Caves and Moun- 
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tains; and yet this was the onely de- 
fenſive War which David made with all 
his men about him : nay, all that he 
would make,and all that he could make, 
according to his profeſſed Principles, 
that it was mot lawful to ſtretch out his 
hand againſt the Lord's Anointed. And 
when theſe men are purſued, as David 
was, by an enraged and jealous Prince, 
we will not charge them with Rebelli- 
on, though they tlie before him by thou- 
ſands in a company. 

3. Yet there was ſufficient reaſon 
why David ſhould entertain theſe men, 
who voluntarily reſorted to him, though 
he never intended to uſe them againſt 
Saul : for ſome of them ſerved for ſpies 
to obſerve Sau/'s motions, that he mighr 
not be ſurprized by him, but havetime- 
ly notice to make his eſcape. And the 
very preſence of ſuch a number of men 
about him, without any hoſtile ACt, pre- 
ſerved him from being ſcized on by ſome 
officious Perſons, who otherwiſe might 
have delivered him into Sax/'s hands, 
And he being anointed by Samael to be 
King after Saul's death, this was the firſt 
ſtep to his Kingdom, to havg ſuch a re- 
finue of valiant men about him ; which 
made his advancement to the Throne 
D more 
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more cafie, and diſcouraged any oppo- 
ſitions which might otherwiſe have 
been made againſt him ; as we ſee it 
proved in the event, and have reaſon to 
believe that it was thus ordered by God 
for that very end. It 1s certain, that , 
Gad the Prophet, and Abzathar the 
Prieſt, who was the onely man who e- 
ſcaped the furie of Sau! when he de- 
flroyed the Prieſts of the Lord, were in 
David's retinue ; and that David enter- 
prized nothing , without firſt asking 
counſel of God : But he who had anoin- 
ted him to be Xing, now draws forces 
a{tcr him, which after Saul's death 
ſhould facilitate his advancement to the 
Kingdom. 

2, It is objsRed further, that David 
intended to have ſtated in Xezlah, and to 
have fortified it againſt Saul, had not he 
been informed that the men of the Citie 
would have ſaved themſelves by deli- | 
vering- him up to Saul, 1 Sam. 23. 
Now ro maintain any ſtrong hold as 
gainſt a Prince, is an a& of War, though 
it be but a defenſive War. AndI grant 
it is ſo, but deny that there is any ap- 
pearance that David ever intended any 
ſuch thing. David and his men, by 
God's appointment and direction, had 
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fought with the Philiſtins, and ſmote 

them with a great ſlaughter, and ſaved 

@#ci/ab from them; and as it is probable, 

did intend to have ſtaied ſome time in 

Keilah. But David had heard that Sau/ 

intended to come againſt Xezlah, to de- 

{troy the Citie, and take him ; and en- 

quires of the Lord about it, and recei- 

ved an anſwer, that Sau/ would come 

againſt the Citie, He enquires again, 

| whether the men of Xez/ah would deli- 

| ver him up to Saul, and was anſwered, 

that they would. And upon this, he 

and his men leave Xe:lab, and betake 

themſelves to the ſtrong holds in the 
Wilderneſs. 

But now is it likely, that if David had 
had any defigne to have fortified Xeilah 
againſt Sau/, he would have been atraid 
of the men of the Citie?He had 600 men 
with him in Xeilah, a victorious Armie, 
which had lately deſtroyed the Phil:- 
ſtins who oppreſſed them ; and there- 
fore could eaſily have kept the men of 
Reilah too inawe, if he had pleaſed, and 
have pur it out of their power to deliver 
him to Sau/. But all that David de- 
ſigned was, to have ſtaid there as long 
as hecould, and,. when Saul had drawn 
nigh, to have removed to fome other 
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place : But when he underſtood thetrea- 
cherous inclinations of the men of FXej- 
lah, and being reſolved againſt all a&ts's 
of hoſtilitie, he haſtened his remove be- 
fore Saul drew near. So that theſe men 
muſt find ſome other example than that 
of David, to countenance their rebellion 
againſt their Prince: for David never 
rebelled,never fought againſt Sau/ ; bur 
when he had a very potent Armie with 
him, he and his men always fled, and hid 
themſelves in the Wilderneſs, and places 
of difficult accels. 

Theſum is this : God from the ve- 
ry beginning, ſet up ſuch a ſupreme and 
{overaign power in the Jewiſh Nation, as 
could not, as ought not to be reſiſted. 
This power was at firſt in the hands of 
Mofes ; and when Forah and his com- 
pantie rebelled againſt him, God vindi- 
cated his aurhoritie by a miraculous de- 
{lruction of thoſe Rebels : for the earth 
opened her mouth and ſwallowed them ap. 
Atterward, when they came into Cana- 
an, the ordinary exerciſe of this power 
was in their High-Priefts and Fudges, 
whom God raited up; whoſe ſentence 
and judgment was final, and muſt not 
be reſifted, under penaltie of death. 
when the Cluldren of 7ſrael defired a 


King, ' 
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King, this ſoveraign and irreſiſtible pow- 
er was transferred to him , and fetled 
in his Perſon. Saul was the firſt King 
who was choſen by God, and anointed 
by Samuel ; but for his diſobedience, 
was afterwards rejeted by God, and 
David the 'ſon of Jeſſe was anointed 
King to ſucceed after Saul's death : But 
in the mean time Davzd was perſecuted 
by Sax, who ſought after his life. And 
though he himſelf was anointed by 
God, and Saul was reje&ed by him, yet 
he durſt not reſiſt nor oppoſe him, nor 
defend himſelf by force againſt the moſt 
unjuſt violence ; bur fled for his life, 
and hid himſelf in Caves and Moun- 
tains. Nay, when Saul was delivered 
into his hands by God, he durſt not 
ſtretch out his hand againſt the Lord's 
Anointed. 

' But to proceed in the ſtory. Solomon, 
David's ſon , who ſucceeded him in his 
Kingdom,did all thoke things whichGod 
had expreſly forbid the King to do. He 
ſent into Egypt tor Hortes,1 Kings 10.28. 
He makes. Wives, and /oved man 
ftrange women, ( together with ihe ar 
ter of Pharoah ) women of the Moabites, 
Ammonites, Edomites, Zidonians, and 
Flittites, 1 Kings 11.1. He muſtiphed 
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Silver and Gold, 10 chap. 27. contrary 
to the command of God. For this God 
( whois the onely Judge of Soveraign 
Princes) was very angry with him, and 
threatens to rend the Kingdom from 
him ; which was afterwards accompli- 
ſhed in the days of Rehoboam : but yet 
this did not give authoritie to his Sub- 
jets to rebel. If to be under the dire- 
&tion and obligation of Laws, makes a 
limited Monarchie, it 1s certain the 
Kingdom of Iſrael was ſo. There were 
ſome things which the Xing wasexpreſly 
forbid to.do, as you nave already heard ; 
and the Law of Moſes was to be the rule 
of his government, the ſtanding Law of 
his Kingdom. And therefore he was 


commanded , when he came to the 


Throne, to write a copy of the law with 
his own hand,and to read in it all his days, 
that he might learn to fear the Lord his 
God, and to keep all the words of this 
law, and theſe Statutes to do them, 
1 7 Deut. 18, 19,20. and yet he was a 
ſoveraign Prince: if he broke theſe Laws, 
God was his Judge and avenger; but he 
was accountable to no earthly Tribu- 
nal. 

Baaſha killed Nadab the ſon of Fero- 
boam, and reigned in his ſtead, 1 Kings 


I5. 


I 


the Supreme Powers. 


I5. 25,26,27. and for this and his other 
ſins, God threatens evil againſt Baaſha, 
and againſt his houſe, 16 Chrov.7. . Zin 
ri ſlew Elah the ſon of Baaſha, and flew 
all the houſe of Baaſha; but he did not 
longenjoy the Kingdom, which he had 
uſurpt by treaſon and murder : for he 
reigned but ſeven days in 7Zirzah; which 
being beſieged and taken by Omri, he 
went into the Palace of the King's houſe, 
and burnt the King's houſe over him 
with fire, and died, v. 18. 

This example Fezebel threatned Jehy 
with: Had Zimri peace , who flew his 
maſter 2 2 Kings 9. 31. and yet Nadab 
and Elah were both of them very wicked 
Princes. And if that would juſtifte 
Treaſon and Murder, both Baaſha and 
Zimri had bcen very innocent. 

This is a ſufficient evidence, how fa- 
cred and inviolable rhe Perſons and Au- 
thority of the Fewi/h Kings were, during 
the time of that Monarchic. But it 
will not be amiſs, briefly to conſider 
what obligations the Fews were under 
to be fubje&t to the higher powers, 
when they were carried captive into 
Babylon. Now the Prophet Jeremiah 
had given anexpreſs command to them, 
Seek the peace of the city whither I have 
: D 4 cauſed 
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cauſed you to be carried away captives, 
and pray to the Lord for it : for in the 
peace thereof ye ſhall have peace, 29 Jer. 
7. Which made it a neceſlary duty to 
be ſubjeC&t to thoſe powers, under whoſe 
government they lived. And accor- 
dingly we find, that Mordecai diſcover- 
ed the Treaſon of Bigthana and Tereſb, 
two of the King's Chamberlains, the Kee- 
pers of the door, who ſought to lay hand 
on the King Ahaſuerus, 6 Eſther 2. And 
how numerous and powerful the Fews 
were at this time, and what great di- 
ſlurbance they could have given to the 
Empire , appears evidently from the 
book of Eſther. King Ahaſuerus; upon 
the ſuggeſtions of Zaman, had granted 
a Decree for the deſtruction of the whole 
People of the Fews ; which was ſent in- 
to all the Provinces, written and ſealed 
with the King's ring. This Decree 
could never be reverled again; for that 
was contrary to the Laws of the Medes 
and Perſians. And therefore when E- 
{ther had found favour with the Xing, all 
that could be done for the Fews, was to 
grant another Decree for them to de- 
jend themſelves; which accordingly 
was done, and the effe&t of it was this : 
That the Fews at Shuſan flew three huy- 
ared 
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dred men, and the Fews of the other Pro- 
vinces ſlew ſeventy and frve thouſand, and 
reſted from their enemies, 9 Eſther 15, 
16,17. Without this Decree, Mordecat 
did not think it lawful to reſiſt, (which 
yet was acaſe of as great extremity and 
barbarouscruelty, as could ever happen) 
which made him put Eſther upon ſo 
hazardous an attempt, as to venture in- 
to the King's preſence, without. being 
called ; which was death by their Law, 
unleſs the King ſhould graciouſly hold 
out the golden Scepter to them, 4 &/?h. 
It. and yet when they had obtained 
this Decree, they were able to. detend 
themſelves, and* to deſtroy their ene- 
mies ; which is as famous an example of 
Paſſrve Obedience, as can be met with in 
any Hiſtory. And therefore the Pro- 
phet Danie/ acknowledges to Belteſhaz- 
zar,T he moſt bigh God gave Nebuchadnez- 
zar 7 Father a Kingdom, and Majeſty, 
and Glory, and Honour : and for the Ma- 
jeſty that he gave him, all People, nations, 
and lawguages trembled and feared before 
him. Whom he would he ſlew, and whom 
he would he kept alive; and whom he would 
be ſet up, and whom he would he pulled 
down, 5 Dan. 18,19. Andif theſe Hea- 
then Kings receive their power from 
| God, 
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God, as the Prophet here affirms, St. 
Paul has made the application cf it, 
That he that refiſteth, refiſteth the ordi- 
nance of God. 

This may ſerve for the times of the 
Old Teſtament ; and I ſhall conclude 
theſe teſtimonies with the ſaying of the 
wiſe man, who was both a Prophet and 
a King : 7 counſel thee to keep the K, ing's 
commandment, and that in regard of t 
oath of God : Be not haſty to go out of his 

bt, ſtand not in an evil thing; for he 

oth whatſoever pleaſeth him. Where the 
word of a King is, there is power ; and who 
may ſay unto him, What doſt thou > 8 Eccl. 
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CHAT IL 


The Dotirine of Chriſt _—_— 
Non-reft ſtance. 


Et us now confider,what Chriſt ad 

his Apoſtles taught and: prattifed 

about Obedience to Soveraign Princes ; 

whereby we may learn, how far -Chri- 

ſtiansare obliged by theſe Laws of: Sub- 
jefttion and Non-refſtance. 

x. I ſhall diſtin&tly conſider the Do- 
Arine of Chrift while he lived on Earth: 
and here are ſeveral things very fit to 
be obſerved. 

'x. We have noreaſon to ſuf; pot; that 
Chriſt wouldalter the rights of Sove- 
raign power , and the meaſures of' obe- 
dience and ſubje&tion , which were fixt 
and determined by God himſelf. *T his 
was no part of his Commiſſion,” to 
change the external forms and pohties of 
Civil governments, which 'is' ani 4 of 
ſecular power and authority , and does 
not belong to a Spiritual Prince. He 
who would not undertake to'deeide a 


petty 


44 


The Caſe of Reſiſtance of 
petty controverſie, or to divide an inhe- 
ritance between two contending bre- 
thren, 12 Luke 13, 14. can we think 
that he would attempt any rhing of that 
vaſt conſequence, as the changes and al- 
terations of Civil Power, which would 
have unſetled the Fundamental Conſti- 
tutions of all the governments of the 
world at that time ? 

Our Saviour tells us, that he came »ot 
to deſtroy the Law and the Prophets, but 
to fulfil it, mysre, to fill it up, to com- 
pleat and perfect it, 5 Mazth. 17. that is, 
to fulfil the ancient types and prophe- 
cies in his own Perſon, to perfect an ex- 
ternal and ceremonial, by a real and E- 
vangelical righteouſneſs, to perfe& the 
Moral Laws with new inſtances and de- 
grees of vertue ; but he abrogated no 
Moral Law, and therefore not the Laws 
of Obedience and Subjeftion to Princes, 
which has always been reduced to the 
fifth Commandment. Nay, he abroga- 
ted no Laws, but by perfeCtingand tul- 
filling them ; and therefore he could 
make no alteration in the Dofrine of 
Nowrefiſtance , which is as perfe&t fub- 
jection as can or ought to be paid to 
Soveraign Princes. His Xingdom was wot 
of this world,as he told Pilate : though he 

was 


the Supreme Powers. 


was & King , he neither was an enemy 
nor rival to Ceſar ; but had he abſolved 
his Diſciples from their obedience to 
Princes, had he made itin any caſe law- 
ful to reſiſt, (which was ſo expreſly for- 
bid the Fews by God himſelf,and which 
is ſuch # contradiftion to the very no- 
tion of Soveraign Power) he had been 
ſomewhat worſe than a Rival to all the 
Princes of the Earth ; for though he 
had ſet up no Kingdom of his own, yet 
he had pulled down theirs. Whereas he | 
took great care, that his Religion ſhould 
give no diſturbance to the world , nor 
ercate any reaſonable jealouſies and fuf- 
picions to Princes, who had been very 
excuſable for rheir averſion to Chriſtia- 
nity, had it invaded the Rights and Roy- 
alties of their Crowns. 

This makes it very improbable that 
our Saviour ſhould make any alterati- 
ons in Civil powers, or abridge the 
rights of Soveraignty ; Which is fo fo- 
reign to his deſign of coming into the 
world , and ſo-incongruous to the Per- 


fon which he ſuſtained : and yet. he 
could not alter the duties of Subjects, 
but he muſt alter the rights of Primces 
too ; he muſt take away the Soveraign 


power of Princes, at the ſame time _ 
© 
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he makes it lawful for Subjects in any 
caſe ' whatſoever to reſiſt, We may 
ſafely then conclude , that our Saviour 
has left the government of the world 
as he found it: he has indeed given 
ſuch admirable Laws, as will teach Prin- 
ces togovern; and Subjects to obey bet- 
terz Which is the moſt efteCtual way to 
ſecure the publick peace and happinels, 
to prevent - the Oppreſſion of Subjects, 
and Rebellions againſt Princes : but he 


| hab not interpoſed in new modelling the 


Govefnments of the world, which is not 
of ſuc} conſequence, as ſome men ima- 
gine.' It is hot the external form of Go- 
vernment , bur the Fatherly care and 
Pruderice and Juſtice of Governours,and 
the dutiful obedience of Subjects,which 
can make any people. happy. If Prin- 
ces and Subjects be good Chriſtians,they 
may be happy under moſt forms of Go- 
vernment ; if they be not, they can be 
happy under none. Had our Saviour 
given Subjets Liberty to Reſiſt, to De- 
poſe, to Murder Zyrannical Princes, he 
had done them no kindneſs at all; for 
to' give liberty to Subjects to reſiſt, is 
only to prochtim an univerſal licence 
to Fattions and Seditioris, and Civil 
Wars; and if any man can think bs 

uch 
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ſuch a mighty bleſſing to the world, yet 
methinks it isnot a bleſſing proper for 
the Prince of peace to give. But he who 
inſtructs Princes to rule as God's Minis 
ſters and Vicegerents, and to expreſs a 
Fatherly Care and concernment for the 
happineſs of their Subjefts , and that 
teaches Subjects to reverence and obey 
their Prince, as the Image of God, and 
quietly to ſubmit and yield to his au- 
thority , and that inforces thefe Laws 
both on Princes and Subjets in the 
Name and Authority of God, and 
from the conſideration of the future 
judgment, when Princes who abuſe 
their power ſhall give an account of it 
to their great Maſter , when Subjects 
who reſiſt ſhall receive to themſelves 
Damnation , and thoſe, who patiently 
and quietly ſuier for God's fake, ſhall 
have their injuries redreſt, and their 0- 
bedience rewarded : I fay, ſuch a Perſon 
as this, takes a more effeCtual courſe to 
reform the abuſes of civil power , and 
to preſerve good government in the 
world, than all our wiſe Politicians and 
State-menders, who think to reform the 
government of the world,by ſome State- 
ſpells and charms, without reforming 
thoſe who govern , and thoſe who are 
gover- 
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governed. This our Saviour has done, 
and this is the beſt thing that could be 
done, nay this was all that he could do 
in this matter. He never aſurpt any <- 
vil power and authority , and therefore 
could not new model the governments 
of the world : he never oee any CXx- 
ternal force and compulſion to make 
men obey his Laws, and therefore nei- 
ther forces Princes to rule well, nor 
Subjects to obey ; þut he has takeri the 
fame care of the government of the 
World, as he has done of all the other 
duties of Piety and Vertue ; that is, he 
has given very good Laws, and threat- 
ned thoſe who break them with eternal 
puniſhments: and as the Laws and Reli- 
gion of our Saviour prevail, ſo will the 
governments of the wor'1 mend, with- 
out altering the Model and Conſtitution 
of them. : | 

2. But yet wehave ſome poſitiveevi- 
dence, what our Saviour taught about 
Obccience to the higher powers. I ſhall 
give you two inſtances of it, which 
are as plain and expreſs, as can be de- 
fired. 

1. The firſt is, that anſwer our Savi- 
our gave to the Phariſees and Herodians, 
when they conſulted together to in- 

, tangle 


the Supreme Powers. 


tangle him in his talk, 22 Matth. 1 5.&c. 
They come to him with great ceremo- 
ny and addreſs,as to an infallible Oracle, 
to conſult him in a very weighty caſe 
of Conſcience. They expreſs a great 
eſteem and aſſurance of his ſincerity, 
and faithfulneſs , and courage, as well as 
of his unerring judgment, 1n declaring 
the will of God to them. Maſter, we 
know that thou art true, and teacheſt the 
way of God in Truth , neither careft thou 
for any man , for thou regardeſt not the 
Perſon of man ; that iz, thou wilt not 
conceal nor pervert the truth for fear 
nor favour : and then they propoſe an 
inſnaring queſtion to him. Te ws there- 
fore, what thinkeſt thou 2 1s it lawful to 
give Tribute to Cxfar, or not > They 
_ thought it impoſſible that he ſhould 
giveany anſwer to this, which would not 
make him abnoxious, either to the Ro- 
man Governours , if he denicd that the 
Jews might lawtully pay Tribute to C#- 
far , or to the Phariſees and People , if 
he affirmed that they might : for there 
wasa very potent Faction among them, 
who thought it unlawful for the Fews 
to own the authority or uſurpations of 
any Foreign Prince , or to pay Tribute 
to him , as to their Xing. They being 
E 
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expreſly forbid by their Law , zo ſet a 
ranger over them for their King, who us 
not their Brother, (1.e,) who 1s not a na- 
tural Few, 17 Deuter. 15. and it ſeems 
they could not diſtinguiſh between their 
own voluntary At in chooſing a ſtran- 
ger for their King , [which was indeed 
torbid by their Law] and their ſubmit- 
ting to a Foreign Prince,when they were 
Conquered by him. Our Saviour, who 
knew their wicked intention in all this, 
that they did not come with an honeſt 
deſign to be inſtruCted in their duty,but 
to (ek an advantage againſt him , ex- 
preſſes ſome indignation at it : Why . 
tempt ye me, ye Hypocrites 2 but yet to 
return them an anſwer to that their 
queſtion , he bids them ſhew him the 
Tribute-money , that is, the money in 
which they uſed to pay Tribute, and in- 
quires whoſe Image and Superſcription it 
had. For Coining of money was as cer- 
tain a mark of Soveraignty, as making 
Laws,or the power of the Sword. Well, 
they acknowledge that the Image and 
Superſcription on the Tribute-money 
was Caeſars ; upon which he replies, Rex- 
der therefore unto Ceſar the things that 
are Cefars, and unto God the things that 
are God's. The plain meaning ot which 

anſwer 
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anſwer is this , That ſince by the very 
impreſſion on their money, it is evident, 
that Ceſar is their Sovereign Lord, they 
muſt render to him all rhe rights of S9- 
veraignty, among which 7; riJure IS One, 
as St.Paul tells us, Render therefore unto 
all their dues, Tribute to whom Tribute 
is due , Cuſtom to whom Cuſtom , fear to 
whom fear , honour to whom honour, 13 
Rom. 7. Whatever 1s due to Soveraign 
Princes, and does not interfere with 
their duty to God, that they muſt give 
toCeſar, who at this time was their 
Soveraign. In which anſwer there are 
ſeveral things obſervable. 

I. That our Saviour does not exa- 
mine into Ceſ/ar's right, nor how he 
came by this Soveraign power ; but as 
he found him in poſſeſſion of it , ſo he 
leaves him, and requires them to render 
to him all the rights of Soverargyty. 

2. That he does not particularly de- 
termine, what the things of Ceſar are, 
that is, what his right 1s, as a Soveraign 
Prince. Hence ſome men conclude,that 
this Text can prove nothing ; that we 
cannot learn from it, what our Saviour”'s 
Judgment was in this point ; that it is 
only a ſubtil anſwer , which thoſe who 
askt the queſtion could make nothing ox; 
E-3 which 
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which was a proper return to their en- 
ſoaring queſtion. This, I think , 1s as 
great a reproach to our Saviour, as they 
can well caſt upon him, that he , who 
was the wiſdom of God, the great Pro- 
phet and Teacher of Mankind, ſhould re- 
turn as ſophiſtical and doubttul anſwers, 
as the Featheu Oracles, and that in a 
caſe, which required , and would admit. 
a very plain antwer. Ir is true, many 
times our Saviour, when he diſcourſt of 
what concerned his own Perſon, or the 
Myſteries of his Kingdom, which were 
not fit at that time, to be publifht in 
plain terms, uſed a myſtical Language ; 
as when he called his body the Temple, 
or he taught them by Parables , which 
were not obvious at the firſt hearing, 
bur ſtill what he ſaid, had a certain and 
determined ſenſe, and what was obſcure 
and difficult, he explained privately to 
his Apoſtles, that in due time they 
might explain it toothers ; but to aſſert, 
as theſe men muit do, that Chriſt gave 
them ſuch an anſwer as fſignifyed no- 
thing,and which he intended they ſhould | 
underſtand nothing by, ſhews thar they 
are not ſo civil to our Savionr as theſe 
Phariſees and Herodians were , who at 
leaſt owned in Complement, Maſter, 
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we know that thou art true , and teacheſ} 
the way of God in Truth, neither careſt 
thou for any man , for thou regardeſt not 
the Perſon of men. 

But certainly the Phariſees did be» 
lieve, that there was ſomerhing in our 
Saviour's anſwer ; for they marvelled,aud 
left him, and went their way : and yet 
thoſe who had wit enough to ask ſuch 
enſnaring queſtions, could notÞe ſo dull 
as to be put oft with a ſophiſtical an- 
ſwer, (an art below the gravity of our 
Saviours Perſon and Office) but would 
have urged it a little further, had they 
not been ſenſible, that they were ſuffict 
ently anſwered, and had nothing to re- 
ply. 
For indeed, can any thing be plainer 
than - our Saviour's anſwer 2 They ask 
him, whether it were lawful to pay 
Tribute to Ceſar; he dvesnot indeed in 
expreſs words fay , that they ſhouldpay 
Tribute to Ceſar,but he gives them ſuch 
an anſwer, as withal convinc'd them of 
the reaſon and neceſſity of it. He asks 
whoſe Image and Superſcription was ory 
the Tribute-money ; they tell him Cz- 
 ſar's;from whence he infers, Render there- 
fore unto Caeſar the things that are Ce- 
far's. Therefore > wherefore # becauſe 
E 3 the 
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the Tribute-money had Ce/ar's Image 
on it; therefore they muſt render to 
Caeſar the things that are Ceſar's; which 
certainly ſignifies , that 7ribute was one 
of thoſe things which belonged to Cz- 
far, and muſt be rendred to him, asap- 
peared by it's. having Ceſar's Image : 
not as if every thing that had Cefar's 
mark and Ramp on it, did belong ro 
Ceſar, and muſt be given to him, (as 
ſome men profanely enough, how wittt- 
ly ſoever they imagine , burleſque and 
ridicule our Saviour's anſwer) tor at this 
rate all the money of the Empire, which 
bore his Image , was Ceſar's; but the 
money which was ſtampt with Czſar's 
Image , and was the currant money of 
the Nation, was a plain ſign, as I obſer- 
ved before, that he was rheir Soveraign, 
and paying Tribute was a known right 
due to Soveraign Princes ; and theretore 
the very money which they uled, with 
Ceſar's Image on it , reſolved that que- 
ſtion, not only of the lawfulneſs, bur 
che neceſſity of paying Tribute : and 
this was ſo plain an anſwer, that the 
Phariſees were athamed of their queſti- 
on, and went away without making any 
reply ; for they no more dared to deny 
that Ceſar was their King, than they 

thought 
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thought he dared either to own or de- 
ny the lawſulneſs of paying 7ribute to 
Ceſar. And this was all the ſubrilty of 
our Saviour's anſwer. 

But then our Saviour not confining 
his anſwer mzerly ro the caſe of paying 
Tribute, but anſwering in general, that 
we muſt render to C a che things that 
are Ceſar's,extends this to all the rights 
of Soveraign Princes , and ſobecomes a 
ſtanding rule in all caſes, to give to Ce- 
far what is Ceſar's due. And when our 
Saviour commands us to render to Cwe- 
far the things which are Ceſar's, without 
telling us what Czfar's things are, this 
is ſo tar from making his an!wer doubt- 
ful a'+4 ambiguous, and of no uſe in this 
preſent Controverſe, tint it ſuggeſts to 
us three plain and naturai conſequences, 
which are ſufficient to end this whole 
diſpute. 

x. That cur Saviour Cid not intend 
to make any alteration inthe rights of 
Soveraignty , but what rights he tound 
Soveraign Princes polleſt of , he leaves 
them in the quiet poſliefſion of; for had 
he intended tomake any change in this 
matter, he would not have given ſuch a 
general rule,to render to Czfar the things 
which are Cexſar's, wi:hout {pecifying 

what theſe things zre. E 4 2.Ard 
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2. And therefore he leaves them to 
the known Laws of the Empire to de- 
termine what is Cefar's right. What- 
ever is eſſential to the notion of Sove- 
raing Power , Whatever the Laws and 
Cuſtoms of Nations determine to be 
Ceſar's right, that they muſt render to 
him; for he would make noalteration in 
this matter. So that ſubjetion to 
Princes, and Non-refiſtaxce, 1s as plainly 
determined by our Saviour in this Law, 
as paying Tribute; tor ſubjettion and 
Non-reſiſtance is as eſſential a right of So- 
veraign Power, and as inſeparable from 
the notion of it , as any thing can 
be. Soit is acknowledged by the Laws 
and Cuſtoms of Nations , and fo it is 
determined by the Apoſtle St. Paul, as I 
ſhall ſhew hereafter. 

3. Tobſerve farther, that when our 
Saviour joyns our duty to our Prince, 
with our duty to our God, render to Cz- 
far the things which are Ceſars , and to 
God the things which are God's , he ex- 
cepts nothing from Ceſar's right, which 
by the Laws of Nations is due to Sc- 
vereign Princes, but what is a violation 
of, and an encroachment on Gods right . 
and Soveraignty ; that is, we muſt pay 
all that Obedience and Subjetion to 

Princes, 
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Princes which is confiſtent with our du- 
ty ro God. This is the onely limit our 
Saviour ſets to our duty to Princes. If 
they ſhould command us to renounce 
our Religion, and worſhip falſe Gods; if 
they ſhould chalſenge divine honoursro 
themſelves, as forme cf the Roman Em- 
perours did'; this we mutt not do, be- 
cauſe it is to renounce obedtence and 
ſubje&tion to God, who has a more ſo: 
veraign power, and a greater right in 
us, than our Prince : But all a&tive and 
paſſive obedience, which 1s confiſtent 
with a good conſcience towards God, 
and required of us by the Laws of our 
Country, and the eſſential rights of So- 
veraignty, is what we owe toour Prince, 
and what by our' Saviour's command 
we muſt render to him. This T hope is 
ſufficient for the explication of our Sa- 
viour's anſwer to the Pharifees and Fe- 
rodians, which evidently contains the 
De&trine of obedience and ſubje&tion to 
Princes, enforced on us by the authority 
of our Saviour himſelf. 

2. Our Saviour's rebuke tor St. Peter, 
when he drew his fword and ſtruck a ſer- 
vant ofthe high Prieft and ſmote off his 
ear, is as plain a declaration againſt re- 
ſiſtance, as words can make it, 26 Mat. 
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52. Then ſaid Feſus unto him, Put up ay 
ſword into his place : for all they that take 
the ſword, ſhall periſh with the ſword. For 
the underſtanding of which, we muſt 
conſider upon what occaſion St. Peter 
drew his ſword : for we muſt not think 
that our Saviour does abſolutely forbid 
the uſe of the ſword ; which isto deſtroy 
all civil governments, and the power of 
Princes, and to proclaim impunity to all 
the villanies which were committed in 
the world. The ſword is neceſlary to 
puniſh wickedneſs, and to protect the in- 
nocent. In the hands of Princes it is an 
inſtrument of Juſtice, as St. Paul tells us, 
That they bear not the ſword in vain, but 
are the miniſters of God, revengers to ex- 
ecute . wrath upon him that doth evil , 


' 13 Rom. 4. In the hands of private 


Perſons it may be lawfully uſcd in felt 
defence. Thus our Saviour, a little be- 
fore his crucifixion, gave commiſſion to 
his Diſciples to furnith themſelves with 
ſwords, though they parted with their 
garment for the purchaſe, 22 Luke 36. 
Which we may ſuppoſe was not deſigned 
as a meer modiſh and faſhionable thing, 
but to defend themſelves from the pri- 
vate aſlaults of robbers, and ſuch-like 
common enemies, who, as Foſephus tells 
| ' us, 
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us, were very'numerous at that time. 
For no man wants authority to defend: 
bis life againſt him who-has no authoris 
ry to take it _ 

- But the caſe of St. Peter was very dif- 
ferent : he drew his fword indeed in; his 
Maſter's defence, but againſt a lawful au- 
thority. The officers of the' Chief Prieſts 
and Phariſees came 'with Judas to the 
place where Jeſus: was, to ſeize on-him. 
This was alawtul authority, though em- 
ployed upon a very uzjuſt errand ; but 
Authority muſt not be reſiſted, though 
in defence of the greateſt innocence: 
Men who draw their ſwords againſt 
lawful powers , ſhall periſh: with- the 
ſword. Which does not fignifie what 
rhe event ſhall always be, but what is 
the deſert and merit of the action. © Re4 
bels may ſometimes be proſperous, but 
they always deſerve puniſhment; and 
if they eſcape the ſword 'in this world; 
St. Paul tells us, they ſhall receive Dams 
nation in the next, $31 607737 

What can be ſaid more expreſly as 
gainſt reſiſtance than this 2 St. Peter ne» 
ver could have drawn his ſword in a bet- 
ter cauſe, never in the defence of amore 
facred Perſon, It we may defend op» 
preſs'd Innocence againſt a lawtul autho» 
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rity, /if we may oppoſerunjuſt and /ille- 
| violence, it:any obligations of friend- - 

ſhip, gratitude,.or: Religion it ſelf could 
juſtifie reſiſtance, St. Peter had not met 
with- this rebuke... What, ſhould he 
tamely:ſuffer his Lord and Maſter to be 
, the moſt admirable example 
al'univerfal'Righteouſne(s and goodneſs 
that ever appeared in the world 2. Shall 
one who had done no evil, who had nei- 
they offended"againft:the Laws of God 
nor men,who had-ſpent his whole time in 
doing. good, beſo barbaroufly uſed,. and 
treated like the vileſt MalefaCtor > Shall 
he:who was ſo famous for miracles, who 
gave eyes to the blind, and feet to the 
e?thall he who was'the great Prophet 
ſent from God to inſtrutt the world, ſhall 
their dear Maſter be: haled away from 
them,and they ftand by,andſee it, &ſut- 
ferit?” Thus might. Peter haveargued 
for himſelf Butthough it was a very 
unjuſt -aCtion, : yet it was done by a juſt 
authority ; and lawful Powers maſt not 
be refifted, thongh it were in defence of 
the Saviour of the world. And if St. 
Peter might not uſe the ſword. in defence 
of Chriſt'sPerſon, there is nuch leſs pre- 
tence to fight for his religion: for 
though ſome call this fighting for reli- 
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gion, it is onely fightmg'for themſelves. 
Men' mmay keep their religion, if they 
pleafe;' im deſpite of earthly powers ; 
and therefore no- powers can hurt reli- 
gion, though -they may perſecute the 
Profeftors of it: And therefore when 
men take up arms to avoid perſecution, 
it is not in defence of religion,” but of 
themſelves, that is, to avoid their ſuffer- 
ing for religion. © And if St. Peter might 
not fight to preſerve Chriſt himſelf, cer- 
tainly neither he nor we might take up 
arms'to defend our ſelves from perfecu- 
tion. * Chrift was the firſt Martyr for 
+ his own religion; his perſon was infi- 
nitely more ſacred and inviolable than 
any of us can pretend to be. And if St. 
Peter muſt not fight for Chriſt, certain- 
ly we muſt not fight for our felves, 
though we abſurdly enough call it fight- 
ing for our religion. 

And who were thefe powers St. Peter 
reſiſted > They were onely the ſervants 
and officers of the Z/igh-priefft. The 
High-Prieſt did not appear there him- 
felt ; much lefs Plate; much kels Ceſar: 
and yet our Saviour rebukes St. Peter 
for reſiſting the inferiour officers,though 


they offered the moſt unjuſt and illegal 


violence. It ſeems, he did not under- 
ſtand 
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ſtand our modern diſtinftions between 
the Perſon and the Authority of the Prince; 
That though his perſon be ſacred, and 
muſt not be toucht, yet his Miniſters, 
who att by his authority, may be _op- 
poſed. We may. fight his Navies, and 
demoliſh his Garriſons, and kill his ſub- 
jects, who fight for him, though we muſt 
not touch his Perſon. But he is a mock- 
Prince, whoſe authority is confined to 
his own Perſon, who can do nothing 
more than what he can do with his two 
bands; which cannot anſwer the ends of 
Government. A Prince is not meerly 
a natural, but a Political perſon, and his 
perſonal Authority reaches as far as his 
commiſſion does His Officers and 
Miniſters of State, and commanders,and 
ſouldiers, are his hands, and eyes, and 
ears, and legs ; -and he who reſiſteth 
thoſe who act by his commiſſion, may 
as properly be faid to re{iſt the Perſonal 
authority of the Prince, as if he himſelf 
were preſent in his natural Perſon, as 
well as by his authority. Thus our 
Saviour, it ſeems, thought, when he re- 
buked. St. Peter for ſtriking a ſervant of 
the 77igh-prieſt, and ſmiting off his 
Ear. 

And itS. Peter were rebuk'd for this,how 
comes 


the Sapreme Powers. 


comes the Pope to challenge the ſword in 
S. Peter'sright, when our Saviour would 
not allow S.Peter to uſe it himſelf > And 
if St. Peter might not draw his ſword a- 
gainſt an inferiour officer, by what au- 
thority docs the Pope pretend to diſpoſe 
of Crowns and Scepters, and to trample 
on the necks of the greateſt Monarchs ? 
And I ſuppoſe the Presbyter can chal- 
lenge no more authority than.the Pope. 
Whether they will allow St. Peter to 
have been a Biſhop or Presbyter , this 
command to put up his ſword, equally 
concerns him in all capacities, and ought 
to ſecure ſoveraign Princes from the un- 
juſt uſurpations and treacherous conſpi- 

racies both of GENEVA and ROME. 
There is but one ObjeCtion, that I 
know of, againſt all this from the Do- 
@rine of our Saviour, and that is, that 
he ſeems to difallow that very authority 
which is exerciſed by ſecular Princes; and 
therefore cannot be thought ſuch a ſe- 
vere Preacher of obedience & ſubjeftion : 
for Authority and SubjeCtion are corre- 
lates, they have a mutual reſpeC tocach 
other ; and therefore they muſt ſtand 
or fall together. "There is noauthority 
where there is no ſubje&ion due,& there 
can be no ſubjection due wie there is 
no 
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no authority. And yet this is the Do- 
&rine which Chriſt taught his Ditciples, 
20 Mat. 25,26, 27,280. Te know that 
the princes of the Gentiles exerciſe domi- 
xiop over them, and they that are great, 
exerciſe authority upon them. But it ſhall 
not be ſo among you : but whoſoever wil 
be great among you, let him be your mini- 
fter. And whoſoever will be chief among 
you, let him be your ſervant. Even as the 
Son of man came not to be miniſtred unto, 
but to miniſter, and to give his life a ran- 
ſom for many. Thusrtext has been preſs'd 
to ferve as many 1ll purpoſes, as moſt 
texts in the Bible; and therefore de- 
ſerves to be carefully conſidered. Some 
hence jnfer, that it is unlawful for a 
Chriſtian to be a Magiſtrate, or a King. 
As it our Saviour either intended that 
humane ſocieties ſhould be deprived of 
the advantages of government, which is 
the greateſt temporal bleſſing and ſecu- 
rity to mankind ; or had made it neceſ- 


-fary that ſome men ſhould continue 


Heathens and Infidels, that they might 
govern Chriſtians : which 1 doubt 
would be a ſore temptation to many to 
renounce Chriſtianity, if they could gain 

a temporal Crown by it. 
Others from hence conclude , _ 
there 
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there muſt be no ſuperiority of degree be- 


tween the Miniſters of the Goſpel, but 


they muſt be all eqza/; as if becauſe the 
Apoſtles were to be all equal, without 
any ſuperiority over each other, there- 
fore they were to have no ſuperiority 0- 
ver inferiour Miniſters. As if becauſe 
the Apoſtles might not exerciſe ſuch a 
ſecular power and ſoveraignty as the 
Kings of the Gentiles did, therefore there' 
mult be no' different degrees of power 
in the Miniſters of the Church; that is, 
that becauſe ſecular and ſpiritual power 
difer in the whole kind, therefore there 
are no difterent-degrees of ſpiritual pow- 
er. As if Chriſt himſelf were not ſu- 
periour to his Apoſtles, becauſe he did 
not aſſume to himſelt the ſecular autho- 
rity of earthly Princes , but came not 
to be miniſtred unto, but to miniſter, as 
he commands them to do according to 

his example. | 
Others conclude, that at leaſt Chri- 
[tian Princes muſt not uſurp ſuch a ſove- 
raign, and abſolute, and uncontroulable 
power as the Princes of the Gentiles did”, 
but muſt remember that they are but 
the Publick Servants and Miniſters of 
the Commonwealth, and may be reſi- 
ſted, and called to an account by their 
F people 
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people for the male-adminiſtration of 
government. But how they infer this, 
I confeſs, I cannot tell : for it is evident 
our Saviour does not here ſpeak one 
word in derogation to that civil power 
and authority which was exerciſed by 
ſecular Princes. He tells us indeed, that 
the Princes of the Gentiles exerciſe do- 
minion over them, and they that are great, 
exerciſe authority-upon them : But does 
he blame the exerciſe of this authority ? 
Does he ſet any narrower bounds or li- 
mits, than what the Heathen Princes 
challenged 2 By no means ; he fays not 
one word of any ſuch matter. St. Mat- 
thew indeed expreſſes this power of 
Princes by »-rmnmpuceon, and xentondtron, which 
ſome think intimates the abuſe of their 
Authority : but St. Luke renders it by 
yen, and itendtem, Which onely ſignt- 
fies the exerciſe of ſoveraign power. And 
though moſt of the Roman Emperours 
were guilty of very great miſcarriages 
in government, yet our Saviour onely 
refers to that lawful authority where- 
with they were inveſted, not to the a- 
buſe of it : and therefore he takesnotice 
of that honourable Title which was gi- 
ven to many Roman Emperours , "that 


they were called 'twnire, or BenefaQtors ; 
which 
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which certainly does not argue his diſ- 
like of civil Authoritie. But all that our 
Saviour tells his Diſciples is, that it 
ſhould not be ſo among them, that they 
ſhould not exerciſe ſuch a ſecular power 
and authoritie as earthly Princes do. 
Now is it any diſparagement to Xing/y 
power, totell a Biſhop that he muſt not 
exerciſe ſuch a ſoveraign authoritie over 
the Church, as the Przxce does over the 
State 2 which is the whole of what our 
Saviour intended in this place. 

For the occaſion of theſe words, St. 
Matthew tells us, was to check that vain 
ambition of Zebedee's two ſous, who 
came to Chriſt, and employed their Mo- 
ther to ask of him, that one might fit os 
his right hand, and the other on his left 
hand, in his Kingdom; that is, that they 
might have tae greateſt places of digni- 
tie and power next himſelf. St. Luke 
tells us, that it was to compoſe that 
ſtrife and contention which was among 
' them, which of them ſhould be accoun- 
ted the greateſt ; which moſt likely re- 
fers to the ſame , though it is plain 
they quarrelled I once about 
this matter. And” the occaſion of all 


theſe quarrels, was a miſtake of the na- . 


ture of Chri/?'s Kingdom. They as well as 
F 2 the 
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the reſt of the Jews, expetted their Meſ- 
fias ſhould be a Temporal Printe; and they 
being convinced by the Miraeles of 
Chriſt, that he wasindeed the Meſſras who 
was to comg, they lived in dayly expeQa- 
tion when he would take the Xingdow 
upon himſelf; and then they did not 
doubt but that they ſhould be the chief 
Miniſters of State, and have the greateit 
Places of truſt, and power in his A#»g dom: 
& this made them jealous of each others 
catneſs, and ſo forward to beſpeak pre. 
| an for themſelves. Now to cure 
rhele earthly ambitions, he tells them, 
that his Fingdom was no ſuch thing as 
they dreamt of, and that he had no tuch 
preferments for them as they expect- 
ed, 

Earthly Princes lived in great Pomp 
and Splendour, and had great Places of 
truſt and honour to beſtow on their ſer- 
vants; but they faw no ſuch thing in 
him : he came not to be miniſtred unto, but 
to miniſter, to live a mean, induſtrious, 
and laborious lite, and to die as a Male- 
factor, and give his life a ranſom for ma- 
xy. And they could not expeCt by be- 
10g his ſervants, to be advanced to ſecu- 
lar power and authoritie, which he had 
not him{clf; but when he caine into his 

King-. 
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Kingdom, they ſhould indeed ſhare with 
him in his power and authoritie ; they - 
ſhould fit upon twelve Thrones, judging t 
twelve tribes of Iſrael ; that is, they 
ſhould have the ſupreme authoritie- in 
his Church, which is his ſpiritual King- 
dom. Burt there was nothing of exter- 
nal ſtate and grandeur in this, as they 
expected ; but it was a lite of humilitie 
and modeſtie, and contempt of this 
world, and earthly greatneſs. The 
greateſt Miniſters in his Kingdom muſt 
be as humble as a child, as he elſewhere 
tells them, and as diligent and induſtri- 
ous, and condeſcending, as the meaneſt 
ſervant, and ſhould very often differ nc- 
thing from ſervants in their external 
fortune and condition of lite. This is 
the ſum of what our Saviour here tea- 
ches his Diſciples ; and he is a wonder- 
ful man, and very quick-ſighted, who 
can diſcover any refle&ion on civil pow- 
er and authoritie in all this. 

I ſhall onely obſerve farther , that 
when our Saviour calls them here, the 
Princes and Kings of the Gentiles or Na- 
tions, he does not ſpeak this in diſpa- 
ragement of them, that they were onely 
Heathen and Infidel Princes, who did 
this : for there were no other Princes 
F 3 at 
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at that time in the world. Feather and 
Pagan Princes ſounds now as a note of 
intamie, whereby they are diſtinguiſhed 
from Chriſtian Kings and Princes ; but 
the Kings of the Gentiles or Nations in 
our Saviour's time, ſignified no more 
than Soveraign Princes, who were inve- 
ſted with civil authoritie : And our Sa- 
viour onely diſtinguiſhes between that 
civi! power and authoritie which was 
exerciſed by ſecular -Princes , and that 
ſpiritual Kingdom which he was now a- 
bout to erect in the world ; and the 
diſtin&tion had been of the ſame force, 
though there had been at that time 
Jewiſh or Chriſtian, as well as Heathen 
Princes. Still the difference between 
Civil and Eccleſiaſtical authoritie is the 
fame ; and no Apoſtle or Biſhop, as ſuch, 
can challenge the power or authoritic of 
earthly Princes, or any ſhare in it. 
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What we may learn from our Sa- 
viour's Praftice about N O N- 


RESISTANCE. 


_FAving ſeen what the Doctrine of 
our Saviour was, let us now con- 
ſider his Prafice. And we need not 
doubt but our Saviour lived, as he 
preacht. He taught his Diſciples by his 
example, as well as by his Laws. His 
Life was the beſt Comment upon his 
Sermons, was a viſible Lecture of uni- 
verſal Righteouſneſsand goodnels; and 
it 15 impoſlible to conceive a more per- 
tect and abſolute example of Subjettion 
and Nox-refiſtance, than our Saviour has 
ſet us. 

When our Saviour appeared in the 
world , the Fews were very weary of 
the Romax yoke, and in earneſt expeCta- 
tion of their Meftas,who,as they thought, 
would reſtore the Kingdom again unto 
Iſrael ; and this expeQation of their 
Meſſias , whom they miſtook fora Tem- 
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poral Prince , made them very apt to 
joyn with any one , who pretended to 
be the Meſtras , and to rebel againſt the 
Roman goverament. Such: moſt likely 
were Theudas and Judas of Galilee , of 
whom we have mention, 5 As 36,37, 
and it 1s not impoſiible but the Ag ypri- 
an, who led gooo men into the wilder- 
neſs, 2 As 38. either pretended to be 
the Meſſas,or ſome fore-runner of him : 
to be ſure, fuch were thoſe falſe Chrifs, 
and falſe Prophets, of whom'our Savi- 
our warns his Diſciples , 2.4-Matth. 2.3. 
Then if any man ſhall ſay unto you, Lo here 
zs Chriſt, or there, believe it not. 

This being the temper of the Fewiſh 
Nation at that time, fo extreamly incli- 
ned to Seditions , and Rebellion againſt 
the Romag powers, how eafie hadit been 
tor our Saviour, had ke pleaſed,to have 
mace himſelf very potent and formi- 
dable ! how eafie could he have gained 
even the Scribes and Phariſees to his 
party ,, (whoſe great quarrel was at his 
meanneſs and poverty) would he once 
have declared himſelf a Temporal Prince, 
and invaded the Throne ! But he was 
fo tar from this, that when he perceived 
the people had an intention to take him 
by force and make him a King,he with- 

drew 
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drew timſelf-privarely from them;"Wed 

arted ' into .a mountain himſelf alone,” 
5"Joba 15: and: yet+'T- preſume, there: 


rh been as muy" play IE Pres 
teneesto have Juſtifyed'a RebeZjor then, 


a35'ever\there were in any Nation fitice.: 
He had at that time"fed fv '"tPW2; 

jen, befides women” av children; with foe 
barley loaves ' and two ſmall fiſhes 3 and 
what a formidable Enemy would he have 
been, who could Vittualan Army'byt 
Miracles, and could , when he pleaſed, 
conquer by the fame-miraculowpower 
alſo! this the people; whom k& had mis 
raculouſly fed, were very' ſenſible 0f,zhd 
did hence conclude, that he iwairhe* Pro; 
phet that ſhould come into the world; and 
that it was time to" take him*; "anÞ'ſet 
him upon the Throne: but though our 
Saviour was indeed the Meſtas, yet: he 
was not ſuch a Meſfas, as rhey'expett- 
ed ; he was not a 7emporal Prince , and 
therefore would not . countenance their 
Rebellion againſt Ceſar, though it were 
to make himſelf a Xing. 

It is ſufficiently known , that Chriſt 
ſubmitted to the moſt unjuſt ſenrence, to 
the moſt ignominious and paint! death, 
rather than reſiſt the higher rowers, 
though he could ſo eaſily have ca7ed for 
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Legions of Angels to his reſcue. Put: be 
went as'a lamb to the ſlaughter , | and as 
the ſheep before the ſhearer u dumb ſo, he 
opened not bis mouth : when he was reviled, 
be reviled not again; when he ſaffered he 
—_—_ not,but I. him £4 telim 
who judgeth righteouſly-He rebuked Peter, 
whea-ke deew his Sword in his defence, 

tells Pilate the reaſon, why he was 

fo. eaGly apprehended, and uſed at their 
pleaſure, without any reſiſtance and op- 
poſition, though he had been formerly 
attended with tuch crouds of his Di{ct- 
ples; Becauſe he was no Temporal Prince, 
and therefore. did not require his Diſci- 
ples to fight for him, as other 7: __ 
Princes uled to do. cir} anſwered, My 
Kingdom is not of thisworld : if my King- 
dom were of cl world , wy ff - 
ſervants fight, that I ſhould not be delive- 
red to the Fews ; but now us my Kingdom 
wot from hence, 18 Fohn 36. Which 
plainly ſhews, that our Saviour's ſub- 
xXQion was not matter of force and con- 
ſtraint, becauſe he wanted power to re- 
fiſt ; bur it was matter of choice, that 
which was moſt agreeable to the nature 
of his Xingdom,which was not to be pro- 
ted by carnal weapons, but by ſuf- 
tering and death. "I 
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And when our $:zviour has ſet us-fuch 
an example as this , it is wondertut to 


me, that any , who call themſelves his 
Diſciples, can think it lawful to Rebeb'a- 
gain{t their Prince , and defend them 
ſelves from the moſt unjuſt violence by 
a more unjuſt reſiſtance. But there/are 


few men , who are contented to follow 


Chriſt to the Croſs; they do not! like 
that part of his example , - andarewil- 
ling to perſwade themſelves, that they 


are not bound to imitate it. And there 


are.two things , which I find urged by 
ſome men to this purpoſe , which muſt 
be briefly conſidered. 

r. That it is no wonder, that Chriſt 
ſuffered patiently and quietly withour 
reſiſting the moſt unjuſt violence;becauſe 
he came into the world to die , -and to 
make his Soul an offering for ſin. And 
how could fo innocent a perſon die, but 
by the hands of anjuſt and Tyraniical 

rs 2 andit was inconſiſtent witlt his 
deſign of dying for ſin, to reſiſt and op- 
poſe. This is the account our Saviour 
himſelf gives of his patient ſuffering. 
When St. Peter drew his Sword in his 
defence, he tells him, Thinkeft thou, that 
I cannot now pray to my Father , and he 
ſbal preſently grve me more than twebve 
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Legions of Angels.2:. But, how then ſhall 
the Scriptures, befulfilled , that thus it 
muſt be > 2.6 Matth. 43.54. And the cup 
which'my, Father has giuen me, ſhall I not 
drink it 218 John x1. . But what is this 
now tous? our Saviour did not reſiſt 
the moſt wnjaſt and 7yrannical powers, 
becauſe God had: decreed he ſhould die 
by their,hands., : and he came into the 
world-for,, this very purpoſe; but has 
God -as peremptorily decreed , that we 
muſt ſuffer alſo. by unjuſt violence ?} 
were we born for this very end, to ſuffer 
death by Herods and Pontius Pilates 
to be the ſlaves and Vaſlals, the ſcorn 
and the Triumph of inſolent ZTyrants 2 
certainly God had a greater care and re- 
gard forMankind than fo: and then our 
caſe is very different from our Saviour's; 
and though he died patiently, we may 
defend our Lives,and ourLiberties, which 
are as dear as our Lives, if we can. 

2. And therefore they add,that Chriſt 
took upon himſelf the perſon not only 
of a private man, but of a ſervant, that 


he might make us free, and that not 


only as to our Spiritual , but as to our 
Civil Liberties, as the Virgin Mary ſlings 
He bath ſhewed ſtrength with hu arm, he 
hath ſcattered the proud in the imaginati- 
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on of 'their heart : he hath put down the 
mighty from their ſeats, and hath exalted 
them of low degree, 1 Luke 51, 52. 
which they think, does not ſignifie that 
Chriſt has eſtabliſhed 7yraxts-in their 
Thrones, and ſubje&ed Chriſtians to the 
vileſt ſlavery. As Chriſt has raught-us 
by his example to bear ſervitude and 
ſufferings with an equal mind , when 
we cannot help it ; fo he hasnot forbid 
us to vindicate and recover our vatural 
rights and liberties, when we can,accor- 


ding to the expreſs direCtion of SERaw... ._ 


Art thou called being a ſervant # care'inot 
for it : but if thou mayeſt be made. free, 
uſe it rather. Te are bought with a price,be 
not ye the ſervants of men, 1 Cor.c7. 
21,23. 


Now in anſwer to this, we may con- 


fider in general, that if all this proves 
any thing, it proves; that Chriſt did not 
intend, that his ſufferings ſhould' bean 
example to us: and yet St.Peter expreſly 
tells us, that he did ; © Chriſt alſo ſuffered 
for us , leaving us an example , that we 
ſhould follow his fteps:& wherein we muſt 
imitate Chriſt in ſuffering , he tells us 
in the ſame place, viz. in ſuffering wrong- 
fully, in taking it patiently , when we do 


well, and ſuffer forit , 1 Pet.2.29,2.0,21. 


And 
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AndF think St. Peter's Authority in this 
caſs6-'is better then all the Arguments 
that cam be urged againſt it'; and there- 
fore whether we could anſwer theſe Ar- 
guments:or no, Yet it is evident , that 
they are not gaod, becauſe they prove 
that which is manifeſtly falſe,that Chriſt 
is:not-our Example in ſuffering , - when 
St. Peter tells us, that he is: but yet it 
is a-mighty fatisfation , not only to 
know, that an Argument isfalſe, but to 
diſcover , wherein the fallacy conſiſts; 
and:thereforcT ſhall give a more parti- 
cular anfwer totheſe objections. = 

x. Asfor their firſt Argument , that 
Chriffcame into the world on-purpoſe 


to die-as a ſacrifice for ſin, and therefore 


it was inconſiſtent with his deſign, and 
the perſon he undertook, to reſiſt and 
oppoſe, had it been never ſo lawful to 
reſiſt:; T grant it is very true, but yet 
this-does not prove, that he cannot be 
our example in ſuffering. For, 

7. This isnot the only reaſon our Sa- 
viour gives of his Nox-refiſtance, and pa- 
tient ſuffering. He gives Peter ano- 
ther-reaſon , Becauſe it is unlawful to 
draw the Sword againſt a juſt Authori- 
ty, though our cauſe. be never ſo juſt : 
Put up 'thy Sword again into his place, or 

al 
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all they that take the ſword ſhall periſh 
the y SY ; Which Thavealread ee? 
ed to you at large.” Sothat our Saviour 
acknowledges it, as unlawkal to refift a 
lawful Authority, as it. was inconfiftent 
with his deſigo of dying for.the fins of 
men ; and herein certainly he'is fit to 
be our example, in not. reſiſting a.law- 
ful Authority in by 9 defence, __ " 
2. T grant, it had not been agree 
ro, Fi Perſon which, our [<V/vhr enry 
to have avoided death by a forcible re- 
ſiſtance ;. but then our Saviour volunta- 
rily took ſuch a Perſon, as was fit to be 
an example to us. His Perſon and his 


Religion were very well ſuited to each 
other ; a meck, iwumble, ſuffering perſon, 
to be an example of a meek, humble and 
ſuffering Religion. , His perſon and ex- 
ternal circumſtances of his appearance 
were on purpoſe fitted to his Religzos ; 
and it is none of the leaſt wonders of 
the Divine wiſdom, that the work of 
our redemption was accompliſht in ſuch 
. a myſterious way , as at once made our 
Saviour the Author of our redemption, 
andan example of all the graces and 
vertues of the Chriſtian lite. 

Might not theſe men, if they pleaſed, 
by the fame Argument prove , that 
Chriſt 


79 


80. 


The Caſe of Reſitauce of 


Chriſt is nat to be our example in meck- 
nels and poverty Yay Dotempt. bf this 
world , ahd forgiving enemies, &c. be- 
cauſe, he came 1nto the 'world on this 
eſi; In, not to be mmiſtred unto, but to mi- 
niſter > He choſe:a. mean and low for- 
runez.and all the-affronts and indignities 
he ſaffered., were part of his voluntary 
hunniliatzon, and eherefort it ioouchs him 
@ bear them patiently , -and to forgive 
re hea fem poet ano Grin 
by wicked hands; but” there is not the 
ſame reaſon forusto'do 6: and thus it 
will be-hard to find any thing, wherein 
riſt is to be our example , becauſe the 
very realon of his coming into the world, 
the manner and circumſtances of hisap- 
pearanceall that he did afid ſuffered,may 
be reſolved into the decree and appoint- 
ment of God, and his voluntary under- 
raking,' and the accompliſhment of an- 
cient Types and Prophecies ; and there- 
fore he 15 no mote tobe an example to 
us, than a man who ats the part of a 
beggar or of a Prince, is to be an exam- 
ple to all that fee him.” ' " 
But methinks it is worth conſidering, 
why Chrift choſe ſuch a perſon as this. 
Why he was born of mean and obſcure 
parents,and choſe a poor and induſtrious 
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life,and an accurſed and infamous death 2 
was 1t impoſlible for infinite wiſdom to 
have laid a more glorious and trium- 
phant ſcene of our redemption 2 was 
there no poſſible way , but the condef- 
nſion and ſufferings of his own Son 2? 
Lo thoſe ſay that, who dare venture to 
determine , what infinite wiſdom can 
do. It is enough for me to know, that 
Chriſt took ſuch a mean and ſuffering 
perſon upon him, becauſe it was moſt a- 
greeable to the Religion , which he 
preacht, and of which he was to bean 
example ; and therefore though Chriſt 
ſuffered for other reaſons, and to other 
ends and purpoſes, than we do or can 
ſuffer , yet his ſufferings are an exam- 
ple to us, becauſe God choſe to ſave and 
redeem us by the ſufferings of his Son, 
not only that he might expiate our ſins 
by his blood, but alſo that he might be 
an example to us of meeknels, and pa- 
tience, and ſubmiſſion to the Divine 
will, and ſubjeQtion to government,even 
in the moſt unjuſt and infamous ſuffe- 

rings. 
- 3. We may conſider further , that 
Chriſt's ſuffering in obedience to the will 
and appointment of God, does not make 
him unfit to be our example. - For 
G t:10ugih 
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though God has not fo peremptorily de- 
creed, that all Chriſtians ſhould ſuffer,as 
he did that Chriſt ſhould ſuffer , yer 
whenever we are called forth to ſuffer, 
(as wealwaysarc,when we cannot avoid 
ſuffering without reſiſting a lawful Au- 


thority)our ſufferings are as much the ef= 


tes of God's decree and appointment,as 
the ſufferings of Chriſt were; and in ſuch 
caſes every Chriſtian may, and ought to 
ſay, as his Lord did, The Cup which my 
Father hath given me. ſhall I not drink it ? 
Thus Sr. Peter exprefly tells the Chrz- 
ſtians to whom he wrote , and gives it 
as a reaſon , why they ſhould ſuffer pa- 
tiently , even for doing well. For even 
hereunto were you called , becauſe Chriſt 
alſo ſuffered for us, leaving us an example, 
that we ſhould follow his ſteps, 1 Pet.2.21. 
Now ca/ing in the New Teſtament ſigni- 
fies the chozce and elettion of God, and al- 
ways ſuppoles a divine decree , appoint- 
went, and conſtitution, as the foundation 
of it. Thus St. Paul tellsus, that the 
gifts and calling (xi) of God are withe 
out repentance , 11 Rom. 29. that is, 
that decree he made to chooſe the pc- 
ſterity of Abraham for his people, which 
{till intitled all thoſe of them to the 
bleſlings of the Goſpel, who would be- 


lieve 
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lieve in Chriſf. Thus the ſtate of Chri- 
ſtianity is our calling, and holy calling, 
2 Tim. 1. 9. 3 Heb. 1. becaule it is the 
way and means God hath choſen and ap- 
pointed for the Salvation of Mankind : 
and Chriſtians are often ſtiled the Caled, 
becauſe God has now decreed to chule 
all the ſincere Diſciples of Chriſt , as he 
formerly did the poſterity of Abraham, 
to be his peculiar people ; and through- 
out the Scriptures of the New Teſla. 
ment, God is never ſaid toca/, nor any 
one to be called of God, but with reſpect 
'to ſome divine decree and conſtitution ; 
and therefore when St. Peter tells the 
Chriſtians, that they are ca/ed to ſuffer, 
it ſignifies that God hasappointed them 
to it, by his poſitive will and decree. 
This St. Pau/diſcourſes more at large 
in his Epiſtle to the Romans, and com- 
forts them under their ſufferings from 
this very conſideration, that the ſuffe. 
rings which they underwent, were not 
the effets of meer chance and accident, 
nor of the wickedneſs and injuſtice of 
men , nor barely of Gods permiſſion, 
but of his decree and appointment; 
and therefore they might certainly con- 
clude , that what ever their faferings 
were, they ſhould turn to their good, 
G 2 8 Rom. 
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8 Rom.2$, 29, 30. And we know-that all 
things work together for good to them that 


- love God , to them that are called accor- 


ding to his purpoſe, TVs 1.2m wife vMwric, T0 
tboſe who. are called, that is, to ſuffer, 
which is the argument the Apoſtle 1s 
diſcourfing of, according to his will and 

pteaiure and appointment. . 
Sufferings are not for the good of all 
proteſt Chriſtians, for they may tempt 
Hypocrites to renounce their Religion, 
and great and ſevere ſufferings may be 
too powerful a remptation for weak 
though ſincere Chriſtians; and there- 
fore when the rage and malice of men 
boils and ſwells, God ſets bounc3 to it, 
and does not ſuffer theſe perſecutions 
and afflitions promiſcuouſly to light up- 
on all Chriſtians , bur exerciſeth a very 
particular providence in chufing out fit 
perſons to ſuffer, indireQing the ſtorm 
and tempeſt of Perſecution to fall where 
he pleaſes, upon ſuch Perſons, who are 
armed with faith and patience to reſiſt 
its fury,and to bear and conquer its rage. 
And ſuch perſons, who are thus ap- 
pointed, who are thus called by God to 
tafler, ſhall be ſure to conquer, and to 
rec2ive the reward of Conquerours. 
For thus the Apoſtle adds, For whom he 
did 
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did foreknow , he alſo did prede/tinate to 
be conformed to the Image of his Son, that 
he might be the firſt-boru among many 
brethren. Thiscontormity to the Image 
of Chriſt in this place, does plainly fig- 

nific a conformity to him in ſuftcrings, 
z as is evident from the whole ſcope of 
| the place. Someperſons it ſeems there 
are, whom God does predeſtinate or 
fore-appoint to be conformed to the ſut- 
ferings of Chriſt : for this is not the 
atual portion of all Chriſtians, though 
it is the condition of our Diſcipleſhip ; 
and they are thoſe whom he did fore- 
know. Now. the fore-knowledge of 
God 1ncludes his choice and election ; 
he chuſes out of the body of Chriſtians, 
ſome fit perſons to make his Martyrs 
and Confeflors, to beexamples of Faith 
and Patience and Courage to the world, 
And whom he did predeſtinate, them he al- 
fo called ; and whom he called,them he al- 
fo juſtified ; and whom he juſtified, them he 
alſo glorified; thar is,thote pertons whom 
God thus chuſes, and preordains to ſuf- 
fer as Chriſt did, in time he calls forth 
to ſufter ; and when he does ſo.he juſtzfes 
them, thatis, he brings them ott wirh 
triumph and victory , and owns and ap- 
plauds their Faith and Patience. For 
G 3 ſo 
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ſo 9zais ſometimes ſignifics; and there- 
fore to be juſtiffed, is expounded by to 
conquer and overcome, 3 Rom.4. That 
thou mighteſt be juſtified Gr tg) in thy 
ſayings, and mightelt overcome when thou 
art judged. And indeed this is properly 
to be juſtified in any trial or combate, to 
overcome and conquer ; and that God 
who gives the victory, gives the reward 
too ; and whom he juſtifies,them he alſo 
glorifies:which ſecs to reter not to thoſe 
rewards which are common to all Chri- 
ſtians, but to ſome peculiar degree of 
glory, which 1s prepared for ſuch Con- 
querours,as the Apoſtle ſpeaks ; /f ſo be, 
that we ſuffer with him , that we may be 
alſo glorified together, 17 wv. 

So that though God has not made us 
ſlaves and vaſſals to the humour of eve 
Tyrant , yet all the afflictions and fuffe, 

rings of Chriſtians , eſpecially thoſe, 
which befal them on the account of Re- 
ligion , are as particularly ordered and 
determined by God, as the ſufferings of 
Chriſt himſelt were: and "0g, An 
15 no difference upon this account be- 
tween the ſufferings of Chriſt, and the 
ſufferings of his Diſciples; and there- 
fore though Cariſt came into the world 
on purpolc to ſuffer in obedience to the 
| Di 
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Divine will , this does not make him 
ever the leſs fit to be an example to us. 
Nay, his obedience to the will of God 
in ſuffering the hardeſt things from the 
moſt unjuit and Tyrannical powers , is 
an example tous of the ſame patient 
ſuffering, and ſubmiſſion to the will of 

God. 
It is true , none of us in particular 
can know that God has decreed, that 
we ſhall ſuffer ſuch or ſuch things, and 
from ſuch or ſuch hands, as our Saviour 
did ; but yet this we know , that it is 
God's will and pleaſure, that we ſhould 
patiently endure thoſe ſufferings, which 
we cannot avoid without fin; and ſince 
he has forbid us by expreſs Laws to re- 
ſiſt the higher powers, whatever ſuffe- 
rings cannot be avoided without reſiſt- 
ance, it is God's will and pleaſure, that 
we ſhould ſubmit tothem. And ſince 
none of theſe ſufferings, which are una- 
voidable to us, befal us without the par- 
ticular decree and appointment of God, 
we have reaſon in imitation of our great 
Maſter,to ſubmit to them with the fame 
—_ and felt-reſignation as he 

id. 

There is ſomething indeed in the ex- 
ample of our Saviour, which in our 
G 4 Cil= 
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circumſtances we are not bound to imi- 
tate. For he punQtually knowing, what 
God's will and pleaſure was concerning 
him , voluntarily choſe that condition, 
which he ſo well knew , God had allot- 
ted for him. He freely choſe a mean 
and fervile fortune, he choſe ſuffering 
and death ; when his time of offering 
up himfelf was come, he went up to 
Feruſalem on purpole to dic there : but 
we are not bound to chooſe poverty 
and diſgraccand ſuffering , we arc not 
bound voluntarily to deliver up our 
ſelves into the hands of 7yrants and Per- 
ſecutours, who thirſt atter our Blood. 
We may and ought to uſe all juſt and ho- 
neſt arts to make our condition eaſie and 
comfortable in the world, and to avoid 
the rage and fury of bloody men, be- 
cauſe we cannot tell, that it is the will 
and appointment of God, that we ſhall 
ſafcr,till our ſufferings are unavoidable; 
and then when we muſt cither ſuffer or 
fin, when we muſt either renounce our 
Religion, or refit the powers, we muſt 
embrace ſuſicring and death,as that por- 
tion, which God has allotted for us. 
| I ſhall onely obſerve, by the way, 
what a mighty ſecurity this is to all 
good Chrittians, how abſolute or tyran- 
wical 
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nical ſoever the power be under which 
they live ; that they are ſafe in God's 
hands, and all the Powers of men and 


Devils cannot touch them, till God by a 


poſitive decree appoints and orders their 
ſuffering. There could not be greatcr 
nor more abſolute Tyrants than the 
Roman Emperours were at this time, and 
yet they had no power over the mean- 
eſt Chriſtian, but by an expreſs commil- 
ſion from Heaven. This 1s the ſpecial 
priviledge of the Chriſtian Church a- 
bove the reſt of mankind , that they 
are God's peculiar care and charge ; 
that he does not permit any ſufferings 
or perſecutions to befal them, but what 
he himſelf orders and appoints. Ir is a 
great ſecurity to the World, that there 
is no evil happens to men but what 
God permits, and that he permits no- 
thing but what he can over-rule to wiſe 
and good ends; but it is a greater 
happineſs to have our condition 1imme- 
diately allotted by God. God may 
permit a great many evils to betal us in 
anger and diſplcalure ; but when he 
takes us into his immediate protection, 
and under his own government, what- 
ever evils he appoints tor us, whoever 
are the inſtruments of them, are cer- 
tainly 
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tainly for our good : and therefore 
there is no ſuch danger in the Dottrine 
of Nox-refſtance, as lome men imagine. 
How abſo/uteſoever this may be thought 
to render Princes, ſincere Chriſtians can 
ſuffer nothing by it : for they ſhall ſut- 
fer nothing, more nor leſs, than what 
God appoints for them to ſuffer. 

2. It is alſo urged againſt the obli- 
gation of our Saviour's example to ſuf- 
ter as he did, that Chriſt by his ſtate of 
ſervitude and ſufferings, has purchas'd 
liberty for us ; and that not onely a ſpi- 
ritual and internal, but an external and 
civil liberty. Weare no longer bound 
to ſubmit to aſurping and tyrannical 
powers, when we have ſtrength and 
power to deliver our ſclves from that 
neceſſity. There is no help for it, but 
men who are weak and unable to reſiſt, 
muſt obey and ſuffer ; but this is mat- 
ter of force, not of duty: We are now 
bought with a price, and therefore muſt 
not chuſe a ſtate of ſubje&tion and ſer- 
vitude to men. 

T. Now in anſwer to this, we may 
conſider firſt , that this obedience and 
ſubjection to Soveraign Princes, either 
was a duty before Chriſt's appearing in 
the world, or it was not, If it were 

not, 
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not, then our deliverance from this ſub- 
jection to Princes, 1s no part of that It- 
berty which Chrift has purchas'd for 
us, becauſe it was the natural right of 
mankind before ; and theretore there 
was no need of Chriſt's dying to pur- 
chaſe this, which he cannot give us a 
greater right to than we had before his 
death. It ſubjeQtion and Non-ref/tance 
were our duty before, and ceaſes to be 
our duty now, then Chriſt by his death 
has cancelled the obligations of our du- 
ty, and purchas'd a liverty and freedom 
not todo that now which by the Laws 
of God or Nature we were bound to do 
before ; that is, Chriſt by his death has 
abrogated not onely the Ceremonial, 
but ſome Moral Laws; which I ſhew'd 
you before was contrary to the nature 
and defigne of his undertaking. 

2. It 1s ſtrangely unaccountable,how 
obedience to any Law ſhould abrogate 
and cancel it. How Chriſt by ſubjeQi- 
on to the higher powers, ſhould for c- 
ver after deliver his Diſciples from the 
neceſſity of ſubjection, and make them 
. free from the authority and govern- 
ment of Princes, whenever they diſlike 
their government. A typical Law may 
be fulfilled and receive its juſt accom- 
pliſhment, 
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pliſhment, and then its obligation ceaſes. 
Thus the death of Chriſt fulfilled the 
Levitical facrifices , and put an end to 
them : But the authority of a moral ' 
Law is confirmed and ſtrengthened, not 
abrogated and difanuiled by great ex- 
amples. Whcn Chriſt quietly and pa- 
tiently ſubmitted to the moſt unjuſt 
ſentence, in obedience to lawful autho- 
ritie, he either did well or ill in it: If 
he did ill, his example indeed is not. to 
be imitated; but if he did well, how 
did his doing well deliver us from the 
obligation of doing well > Did his do- 
ing well, make it 1]l for us to do as he 
did 2 Why did not his pertc& and un- 
ſinning obedience as well deliver us 
from the obligation of all the other 
Laws of God, as from obedience and 
ſubjection to Princes 2 

The Antinomians indeed are fo abſurd 
as to fay, that Chriſt fulfilled all righ- 
teouſneſs in our ſtead, and that every 
believer has fulfilled the Law in Chriſt ; 
and therefore is not bound to fulfil it 
in his own perſon as a condition of life 
and falvation. But yet they are not ſo 
abſurd as to ſay that Chriſt by the righ- 
teouſneſs of his life and death, has alter- 


£d the nature of good and evil, and can- 
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celled any one Law of God. The Law 
is in force ſtill, and the dutie is the 
fame ; but the Law cannot take hold of 
them, nor exaCt a perſonal righteouſneſs 
from them, becauſe they have already 
fulfilled the Law in Chriſt. But now 
theſe men muſt ſay, that Chriſt has not 
onely fulfilled the Law of ſubjefton and 
non-reſiſtance, as 2 condition of falvation, 
but has cancelled it as a rule of lite. 

3. The death of Chriſt could not 
purchaſe any civil rights or liberties 
which we had not before, nor make” a- 
ny change in the external fortunes or 
conditions of men. Thedeath of Chriſt 
is repreſented in Scripture either as an 
atonement or expiation of fin, or as the 
purchaſe and ſeal of the new Covenant. 
Now how does the death of Chriſt, by 
expiating our fins, deliver us from ſub- 
jeAion to our civil Governours 2 What 
connexion 1s there between the expia- 
tion of our ſins, and our freedom from 
the authoritie of Princes, that he who 
does one, muſt be ſuppoſed to do the o- 
ther 2 | | 

And as for the new Covenaftt, where 
does that grant any new franchiſes and 
liberties to ſubje&ts 2 Let them produce 
their new Charter to juſtifie their ex- 
emption 
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emption from ſubjection to Princes ; let 
them ſhew any one ſaying in the Go- 
ſpel of our Saviour, it they can, to that 
purpoſe. What the Doctrine of Chriſt 
is, you have already heard ; and when 
Chriſt died to confirm the new Cove- 
nant in his bloud, it is abſurd to fay that 
he has purchaſed any liberties for us,but 
what he has expreſly granted to us in his 
Goſpel. 

He does indeed promile libertic & free- 
dom to his ſubje&ts, bur it is a libertie of 
another nature; a libertic trom the power 
and dominion of ſin. Te ſhall know the 
truth, and the truth ſhall make you free, 
8 John 32. that is, the power of the 
Golpel-revelation ſhould deliver them 
trom the Empire of their luſts, and give 
them the true government and maſte- 
rie cf themſelves: And therefore he 
adds, Verily, verily, T ſay unto you, Who- 
foever committeth - 1s the ſervant of fin. 
And the ſervant abideth not in the houſe 
for ever : but the ſon abideth for ever. 
If the ſon —_— ſhall make you free, ye 
ſhall be free indeed, 3.4.35,36V. 

But does nor St. Pax/ adviſe the Co- 
rinthians to aſſert even their civil and 
political freedoin when they can, and 
that from this argumeat, that they are 
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the freemen of Chriſt > which ſeems to 
intimate, that there is ſuch a connexion 
between our ſpiritual and eivil Liber= 
ties, that it does not become Chriſt's 
freemen to be ſlaves and ſervants unto 
men. 1 Cor. 7. 21,22,23V. Art thou 
called, being a ſervant 2 care not for it: 
| but if thou mayeſt be made free, uſe it ra- 
| ther. For he that is called in the Lord, 
being a ſervant, 1s the Lord's = man : 
likewiſe alſo he that is called, being free, 
is Chriſt's ſervant. Te are bought with a 
price, be not the ſervants of men. 

But what is it they would prove from 
. theſe words? that our ſubxion tomen 
is inconſiſtent with our freedom in 
Chriſt 2 that the Apoſtle expreſly de- 
nies. For he that is a ſervont, is Chriſt's 
freeman. Or that Chriſt , when he 
made us free, did deliver us from the 
ſubjeftion of men? not that neither. 
For he does not adviſeChriſtian ſervants 
to leave their maſters, as he might and 
ought to have done, if Chriſt had be- 
ſtowed this civil libertie on them ; but 
he was fo far from this , that when 0- 
xefemus had run away from his Maſter 
Philemon, and was converted by St. Pand, 
and proved very uſeful and ſerviceable 
n the miniſtrie, yet he would not de- 
tain 
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tain him from his Maſter, without ask- 
ing his leave : which occaſioned the E- 
piltle to Philemon, as you may ſee 10, 
II, 12, Sc. And in this place he ad- 
viſes the Chriſtian ſervants not to be 
concerned at their being ſervants ; 
which was no injury at all to their Chri- 
ſtian libertie : But if they could procure 
their libertie by any fair and juſt means, 
they ſhould chuſe tro do it ; which is 
upon many accounts more deſirable, e- 
ſpecially when Chriſtians were ſervants 
to heathen Maſters, as it often was in 
thoſe days. 

But does not the Apoſtle expreſly 
tell them, Ye are bought with a price, 
be not ye the ſervants of men? Yes, he 
does : but ſure this cannot ſignifie that 
ſervants ſhould caſt off the authoritic 
of their Maſters. For that is dire&tly 
contrary to what he had adviſed them 
before, and contrary to his own practice 
11 the caſe of Onefrmus, whom he ſent 
back to his Maſter Philemon. But all 
that I underſtand by it, is this ; that 
thoſe Chriſtian ſervants who could not 
obtain their freedom, ſhould yet take 
care not to be ſervants to the luſts and 
patſons of their Heathen Maſters. For 
though a ſtate of civil bondage and 
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ſlavery is not inconſiſtent with their 
Chriſtian libertie, yet to be miniſters 
and ſervants to the vices of men, is : 
And therefore when they lay under any 
ſuch temptation ( as Chriſtians who 
ſerved Heathen Maſters could not long 
clcape it ) they muſt then remember 
that they are Chtiſt's freemen, who 
were bought with a price; and-.there- 
fore muſt neither be ſervants to their 
own luſts, nor to the luſts of other men. 
And the reaſon why I chuſe this ſence of 
the words, is this ; becauſe the Apoſtle 
oppoſes being bought with a price, that 
is, their being redeemed by Chriſt, or 
heing Chriſt's treemen,to their being the 
ſervants of men, as inconſiſtent with 
each other. And therefore their being 
the ſervants of men, cinnot be under- 
ſtood of civil ſervitude, which he before 
had told them was not inconſiſtent with 


their Chriſtiah libertie, but of being ſer- 


vants to the vices of men. 

But what now is all this to ſubjeftion 
toSoveraign Princes > Does the Apoſtle 
exhort the Chriſtians too to throw off 
the civil powers? It was poſlible for a 
Chriſtian ſervant to purchaſe his libertie, 
or to obtain it ſome other lawtul ways; 
but how can ſubjeAs deliver themſelves 

H from . 
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from the authoritie of Princes? unleſs 
they go into ſome Country where there 
is no government, or reſiſt and rebel a- 
gain{i the higher powers where they 
are : Neither of which is agreeable to 
our Apoſtles Doctrine, who would not 
allow ſervants to run away from their 
Maſters, much leſs rebel againſt them 
to procure their libertie. 

Nor was the caſe the ſame between 
Chriſtian ſubjeQs and ſoveraign Princes, 
and between Maſters and Servants ; 
and therefore neither is the reaſon the 
ſame, why ſubjects ſhould defire freedom 
from the higher powers. Servants in 
thoſe days were ſlaves and vaſlals, and 
were kept in ſuch conſtant attendance 
on their Maſters, that it muſt needs be 
very difficult ; beſides the other remp- 
tations they were expoſed to, to gain a- 
ny time or libertie for attending on 
Chriſtian Worſhip, and the inſtructions 
of the Church. But Chriſtan ſubjects 
are more at their own diſpoſal, cven 
under Fearhen Princes ; and have all 
that libertie, , excepting the caſe of per- 
ſecution, which is neceſſary for the pur- 
poſes of Religion ; which yet is the one- 
Iy reaſon intimated here, why the Apo- 
{tle adviſes ſervants to procure their 


_ freedom, if they can. To 
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To conclude this Argument ; there 
were a ſort of men, even in the Apoſtles 
days, who boaſted mightily of their 
Chriſtian libertie, and thought ſcorn for 
a Chriſtian either to be a ſervant or a 
ſubje&t. For this reaſon St. Paul in this 
place inſtructs ſervants, that their Chri- 
ſtian libertie is not injured by their being 
ſervants: for this reaſon are there ſuch 
frequent directions to ſervants to obey 
their Maſters. For this reaſon does St. 
Peter caution the Chriſtians againſt this 
pretence of Chriſtian libertte , which 
ſome abuſed then , as they do ſtill, to 
the diſturbance of dvil governments ; 
As 9 but not uſing your liberty for a 
cloak of maliciouſneſs, but as the Grodic 
of God. 
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I/hat St.Paul Preached about Non- 
reſiſtance of the Higher Powers. 


T4 Aving thus concluded what the 
> Dodtrine and Example of our Sa- 
viour' was, about ſubjection to the high- 
er powers ; let us now conſider the Do- 
Atrine and Example of his Apoſtles. 
Not as if the Authority and Example of 
our Saviour were ndt ſufficient of it ſelf 
to make a Law , bur ſtood in needof the 
confirmation andadditional authority of 
his own Apoſtles ; but we might juſtly 
ſufpect our ſelves miſtaken in the mean- 
ing of our Saviour's words, or in the in- 
tention and deſign of his ſufferings, had 
none of his Apoſtles, who were 1mme- 
viately inſtructed by himſelt, and ac- 
quainted with the moſt ſecret myſteries 
of his Kingdom , ever preacht any ſuch 
Doctrine as rhis,of Subjetion to Princes. 
And therefore to give you the more a- 
bundaat aſſurance of this , I ſhall plain- 
ly ſhewyou, that the Apoſtles taught 
the ſame DoQrine, and imitated the ex- 
ample of their great Maſter. k 
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T ſhall begin with St. Paul, who has as 
fully declared himſelf in this matter, as 
it is poſſible any man can do by words, 
13 Rom. 1, 2. Let every Soul be ſubjett 
unto the higher Powers ; br there is no pow- 
er but of God: the Powers that be, are or- 
dained of God Whoſoever therefore reſiſt- 
eth the power, refiſteth the ordinance of 
God ; aud they that reſt, ſhall receive to 
themſelves damnation. 

This is a very expreſs Teſtimony a- 
gainſt Reſiſtance, and therefore T ſhall 
conſider it at large ; tor there have been 
various Arts uſed to pervert every word 
of it, and to make this Text ſpeak quite 
contrary to the deſign and intention of 
the Apoſtle in it: and therefore I ſhall 
divide the words into three general 
parts. 

x1. The Dofttrine, the Apoſtle in- 
ſtruts them in : Let every Soul be ſut- 
jedt to the higher powers. 2. The reaſon 
whereby he proves and inforces this 
Do&trine: For there is no. power but of 
God; the powers that be, are ordained of 
God. Whoſoever therefore refiſteth the 
power , refiſteth the ordinance of God. 

. The puniſhment of ſuch refiftance : 
And they that reſiſt, ſhall receive to them- 
ſelves damnation. 
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r. I ſhall begin with the Dodrine, 
That every Soul muſt be ſubjet to the 
higher powers. And here are three 
things to to be explained. 1. Who are 
contained under this general expreſſion 
of every Soul. 2. Who are meant by 
the higher powers. 3. What is meant 
by being ſubject. 

1. Who are contained under this ge- 
neral expreſſion of every Soul, racz Yoy. 
which by anordinary Hebraiſm , figni- 
fies every man. For man 15 a compoun- 
ded Creature of Body and Sou, and 
cither part of him 1s very often 1n 
Scripture put for the whole. Soinc 
times Fleſh, and ſometimes Soul © -int- 
fies the man; and when every Suu! is 
oppoſed to the higher powers, 1c auil. fig. 
nifie all men, of what rank or conditi- 
on foever they be, whoare not inveſtcd 
with this higher power. Popes and Bi- 
ſhops and Friells, as well Spiritual as Se- 
cular ferſons ; the whole body of the 
Pcople, as well as every ſingle individu- 
al. For when every Soul 15 comman- 
ded tobe ſubject, without any excepti- 
on or limitation , this muſt reach-them 
in all capacities and conditions. 

The deſign of the Apoſtle,as you ſhall 
hear more preſently, was to forbid all 
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reſiſtance of Soveraign Princes ; and had 
he known of any men , or number 
men, who might lawfully refiſt,he ought 
not to have expreſt it in ſuch general 
terms , as to forbid all without excepti- 
on, Had St. Pau/ known the Preroga- 
tive of St.Peter , and his Succeſlors the 
Biſhops of Rome, would he have written 
to the Chriſtians of Rome to be ſubject 
to their Emperours, without making any 
proviſion for the greater Authority of 
their Biſhops ? 

The reaſon he aſſigns why every Soul 
muſt be ſubject to the higher Powers, is, 
becauſe all powers are of God. So that 
whoever is bound to be ſubjeCt to God, 
muſt be ſubje& to their Prince, who is 
in God's ſtead. And this I think will 
reach the Pope of Rome, as well as any 
private Chriſtian ; unleſs he will pre- 
tend to more authority on earth, than 
God himſelf has: for the Prince has 
God's Authority, and therefore cannot 
be reſted, but by a greater Authority 
than God's. And by the fame reaſon, 
if the whole body of the people be ſub- 
xc to God,they muſt be ſubject to their 
Prince too, becauſe he aQts by God's Au- 
thority and Commiſſion. Were a So- 
veraign Prince the Peoples Creature, 
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might be a good Maxime, Rex major 
fingulis, ſed minor univerfis, that the King 
is greater than any particular Subject, 
bur leſs than All together ; but if he be 
God's Miniſter, he is upon that account 
as much greater than all, as God is. 
And that the whole body of the peo- 
ple, all together, as well as one by one, 
are equally concerned in this command 
of being ſubject tothe higher Powers, is 
evident from this confideration , that 
nothing leſs than this will ſecure the 
peace 'and tranquillity of humane So- 
cicties. The reſiſtance of ſingle per- 
ſons is more dangerous to thernſelves 
than to the Prince, but a powerful com- 
bination of Rebels is formidable to the 
moſt puiſſant Monarchs. The greater 
numbers of Subjedts rebel againit their 
Prince,the more do they diſtreſs his Go- 
vernment, and threaten his Crown and 


\ Dignity : and if his Perſon and Autho- 


rity be Sacred, the greater the violence 
is, Which is offered to him, the greater 
15 the crime. | 

' Had the Apoſtle exhorted the Romans 
after this manner : Let no private and 
ſingle man be ſo fooliſh, as to rebel a- 
gainſt his Prince, who will betoo ſtrong 
Tor him : but if you can raiſe ſufficient 
, forces 
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forces to oppoſe againſt him, if you can 
all conſent to Depoſe or Murder him, 
this is very innocent and juſtifiable, nay 
an Heroical Atchievement, which be- 
comes a free-born people : How would 
this ſecure the peace and quiet of the 
world2 how would this have agreed 
with what follows , that Princes are ad- 
vanced by God, and that to reſiſt our 
Prince,is to reſiſt the Ordinance of God, 
and that ſuch men ſhall be ſeverely pu- 
niſht for it in this world or the next 2 
for can the Apoſtle be thought abſo- 
lutely tocondemn refiſtance, if he makes 
it only unlawful to reſiſt when we want 
power to conquer 2 Which yet is all 
that can be made of it, if by every Soul 
the Apoſtle means only particular men, 
not the united force and power of Sub- 
jects. 
' Nor can there be any reaſon aſſigned, 
why the Apoſtle ſhould lay fo ſtri&t a 
command on particular Chriſtians to be 
ſubject to the higher Powers,which does 
not equally concern whole Nations. For 
if it can ever be lawful for a whole Na- 
tion torefiſt a Prince, it may in the ſame 
circumſtances be equally lawiul for a 
particular man to doit: it a Nation 
may conſpire againſt a Prince, who in- 
YI. vades 
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vades their Rights , their Liberties , or 
their Religion, why may not any man 
by the ſame reaſon reſiſt a. Prince, when 
his Rights and Libertiesare invaded? It 
is not ſo fafe and prudent indeed for a 
private man toreſiſt, as for great and 
powerful numbers ; but this makes re- 
ſiſtance only a matter of diſcretion, not 
of Conſcience : if it be lawful for the 
whole body of a Nation to reſiſt in ſuch 
caſes , it muſt be equally lawtul for a 
particular man to do it; but he does it 
at his own peril, when he has only his 
one ſingle force to oppoſe againſt his 
Prince. So that our' Apoſtle muſt for- 
bid reſiſtance in all or none. For ſingle 
perſons do not uſe to reſiſt or rebel, or 
there is no great danger to the Publick 
if they do; but the Authority of Prax- 
ces, and the ſecurity of publick Govern- 
ment, is only endangered by a combi- 
nation of Rebels, when the whole N;- 
tion or any conſiderable part for num- 
bers, power , and intereſt,take Arms a- 
gainſt their Prince. If reſiſtance of our 
Prince be a io, it is not the leſs, but the 
greater ſin, the greater and the more 
formidable the reſiſtance. is; and it 
would very much unbecome the gravi- 
ty and facredneſs of an Apoſtolical pre- 

cept, 
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cept, to enjoyn ſubje&ion to private 
Chriſtians, who dare not, who cannot re- 
ſiſt alone;but toleavea powertul combi- 
nation of Rebels athiberty rorefrt. $0 
that every Soul muſt ſrgnific al Subjefts 
whether {ing'c or united : for whatever 
is unlawful tor every ſingle Perſon con- 
ſidered as a Subje& 15 19tawhitl tor them 
all rogerh<: ; {or tle w hole Nattuer i5 as 
mach 5 1-e to the higher powers , as 
anv fing,'« man. Thus 1 am ſure it isin 
our Government, where Lords and Com- 
mens ailembled in Parliament own them- 
ſelves the SubjeAs of the Xing, and have 
by publick Laws diſclaimed all power 
of raiſing any War exther offen/rve or 
defenſive againſt the King. | 

2. Let us now conſider what 4s meant 
by the higher powers , [ifewar impyfous] 
which ſignifies rhe ſupreme power in 
any Nation, in whomſoever it is-pla- 
ced. Whether in the Xing, asin Monar- 
chical governments; or in the Nobles, as 
in Ariſtocratical ; or in the People, as'in 
Democracies, At the time of writing 
this Epiſtle, the ſupreme power was 1n 
the Roman Emperours ; and therefore 
when St. Paul commands the Roman 
Chriſtians to be ſubje& to the higher 
powers, the plain meaning is, that they 
IA ſhould 


r08 The Caſe of Reſiſtance of 
be ſubje&t to the Roman Emperour. And 
| thus St. Peter explains it, 1 Epiff. 2 

Chap. 13 v. Be ſubjet&t to. every ordi- 
nance of man for the Lord's fake, whe- 
ther to the-Xivg as ſupreme, «: #mpzzm, 
the word uſed in my 7ext, as to him 
who hath a ſupereminent power, and is 
above all others. 

It is abſolutely neceſſary in all well- 
grmuge Societies, that there ſhould be 

ome ſupreme and foveraign Power, 
from whence there lies no appeal, and 
which cannot and muſt not be. reſiſted. 
For otherwiſe there can be no end of d;- 
ſputes, and controverſies; men may 
quarrel eternally about rights and pri- 
viledges, and properties, and prehemi- 
nencies ; and when every man is Judge 
in his own cauſe, it is great oddes but 
he will give Judgement for himſelf, and 
then there can be no way to determine 
ſuch matters, but by force and power. 
Which turns humane ſocieties into a ſtate 
of War, and no man is ſecure any longer, 
_ he happens tobe on the prevailing 

e. 

Whoever conſiders the nature and the 
end of Government, muſt acknowledge 
the neceſſity of a ſupreme power,to de- 
cide controverſies, to adminiſter _ 
an 
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and to ſecure the Publick Peace :and it is 
a ridiculous thing to talk of a ſupreme 
power, Which is not wnaccountable and ir- 
refſtible. For whatever power is liabke to 
be called to an account, and to be re- 
ſiſted, has ſome power above ir, and fo 
is not ſupreme. 

Of late years, whoever has been fa 
hardy, as to aſſert the Do&rine of Now 
refitance,has been thought an Enemy to 
his Country, one who tramples on all 
Laws, who betraies the rights and liber- 
ties of the ſubjeA,and ſets up for Tyran- 
ny and Arbitrary power. NowlT would 
deſire thoſe men , who think thus, to 
try their skill in framing any model of 
government , which ſhall anſwer the 
ends and neceſſities of humane ſociety, 
without a ſupreme power, that is, wit 
out ſuch a power,, as isabſolute and un- 
accountable. 

It there be no ſupreme power in any 
foctety, when ever there happens any 
diftetence among the members of ſuch 
a ſociety,nothing can be done ; and ſuch 
a ſociety is an arbitrary and voluntary, 
not a governed ſociety; becauſe there is 
no body to govern, and no body to be 
governed: they may govern themſelves 
by mutual ccnſent ; but it they cannot 
agree, 
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agree, there is an end of their govern- 
Mmente. 

Where there is any government, there 
muſt be ſome-body to govern, and who- 
ever has the power of government,muſt 
not be contradicted or reſiſted, for then 
he cannot govern;tor a power to govern 
men onely when, and in what caſes they 
pleaſe to be governed, is no power. 
Now place this power where you will,in 
a ſingle Perſon, or in the hands of ſome 
ſcle& perſons, or in the people, and the 
caſe is the ſame ; where.ever the power 
refts, there it is abfolute and unaccount- 
able: wherever there is any govern- 
ment, there muſt be a laſt appeal, and 
where the laſt appeal is, whether to a 
Prince,to a Parliament, or to the People, 
there is ſoveraign and abſojute power, 
which cannot be refiſted without a dif- 
ſolution of government, and returning 
to a ſtate of war ; which is a dire con- 
tradichon to the firſt inſtitution of hu- 
mane ſocieties, and therefore that which 
cannot be allowed by the fundamental 
conſtitutions of any ſociety. 

The reſult cf all in ſhort is this : 
I. That in all civil governments, there 
muſt be fome ſupreme and foveraign 
power. 2. That the very notion of 
ſupreme 
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ſupreme power is,that it is unaccountable 
and irrefiſtible. And therefore, 3. whats 
ever power in any nation according to 
the fundamental laws of its govern- 
ment , cannot and ought not to be re- 
ſiſted, that is the ſupreme power of 
that nation, the higher powers to which 
the Apoſtle requires us to be ſubject. 
And from hence it is evident, that the 
Crown of England is an Imperial Crown, 
and has all the rights of Soveraignty be- 
longing to it. Since according to the 
fundamental Laws of the Realm , the 
Perſon and Authority of the Xing is ſacred 
and irreſiſtible. The Oaths of Alegzance 
and Supremacy, thoſe Laws which declare, 
and acknowledge the Xing to be ſu- 
preme in his Dominions under God, to 
have the ſole power of the Sword, that 
it is Treaſon to levy War againſt the 
King within the Realm, and withour ; 
That both or either Houſes of Parlia- 
ment cannot, nor lawfully may, raiſe or 
levy war offenſive or defenſrve againſt his 
Majeſty, his Heirs, or lawful Succeſſors ; 
Thar it is not lawful upon any pretence 
whatſoever to takeArms againſt theXing, 
and that we muſt abhor rhat traiterous 
poſition of taking arms by his authori- 
ty againſt his Perſon, or againſt _ 
who 
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_ who are commiſſionated by him: Theſe, 
I fay,and ſuch like declarations as theſe, 
both formerly and of late,made by both 
Houſes of Parliament, and enacted into 
publick laws, are a ſufficient proof, that 
the ſupreme power of thele Realms is 
lodged in the Prizce. Forhe who is un- 
accountable and irreſiſtible is ſupreme. 

| But to avoid all this, there are ſome 
who tell us, that by the higher powers 
in the Text, the Apoſtle means the Law. 
For laws are the higheſt and moſt venc- 
rable authority in any Nation; and we 
ought indeed to be ſubject to Princes 
who themſelves are ſubje&t to the Laws, 
which they are as much obliged to by 
virtue of this Apoſtolical command as 
meaner Perſons. For the law is as much 
{uperiar tothem,as they are to their own 
ſubje&s; and therefore when Princes vi- 
olate publick laws, they are no longer 
ro ownrhem for the Higher Powers, but 
may vindicate the laws againſt them, 
may defend the legal authority of their 
Prince againſt his Perſonal uſurpations, 
may fight for the Authority of the Xing 
againſt his Perſor. 

But in anſwer to this, we may con- 
ſider, x. That it is evident from the 
whole context and manner of tay. 
that 
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that the Apoſtle does nor here ſpeak” of 


laws, but Perſons; not -of Imperial 


laws; but foveraign Princes. Laws 
were never before” called” the higher 
Powers, neither in facred nor protane 
writers ; iEwis in the new Teſtament 
always ſignifies the authority of a Per- 
ſon, not of a law. © And hence it ſigni- 
fies the Perſon inveſted with this authc= 
rity. It were eaſy to prove this by nu- 
merous inſtances; but it will be fuf- 
ficient to ſhew, that thus it muſt ſgnifie 
in the Text. © Theſe are fuch' powers 
as are of God, appointed and ordained 
by God ; which I ſuppoſe does not ſig- 
nifie the laws of every-nation, many of 
which are far enough from being divine. 
They ate expreſly called Rulets in the 
3 v. and are the obje&t of fear ; which 
can puniſh and reward : zf thou wilt not 
be afraid of the power, itwiz, do that 
which is good, and thou ſhalt have praiſe 
of the ts Now I think no law, but 
the Power, which executes laws, can 
apply puniſhments or rewards according 
to mens deſerts : and in the 4 v. this 
very power is called the Miniſter of God, 
and faid to bear the ſword, which does 
not belong to laws but Perſons; and in 
the Text - Apoſtle ſpeaks of _— 

I theſe 
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need not tell you, that. neither of 


thoſe Emperours had any great. Reve- 
rence for laws, and yet theſe were the 
higher powers to whom the Apoſtle 
commands them ro be ſubject : and in- 
deed, though there be a vaſt difference 
between a Prince, 'who by the funda- 
mental Conſtitutions of his Kingdom, 
ought to govern by laws, and a Prince 
whoſe will is his law; yet no law can 
come into the notion and definition of 
ſupreme and ſoveraign Powers : ſuch a 
Prince 1s under the direC&tion, but can- 
not properly be ſaid to be under the 
government of the law , becauſe there 

is 
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is no ſuperior power to take cognizance 
of his breach of it; and ai law has no 
authoritie to govern, where there is no 
power to puniſh. But I ſhall have occa« 
ſion to diſcourle this more 'targely here- 
after. | 
3. Let us. now conſider, what is 


meant by being ſubje&, .-Now fubjecti- 


on, according to its full latitude of fig- 
nification ,.. includes all thoſe duties, 


which we owe to ſoveraign Princes; a 


chearful . and willing obedience to all 
their Juſt and awfi] commands; an 
humble ſubmiſſion to their reproofs and 
Cenſures, CorreCtions and puniſhments ; 
to-hogour \and Reverence their Perfons 
and Authority ;- to pay. cuſtom and tris 
bute, and 2ll. legal taxes and impofirions, 
as Qur Apoltle addes, verſe the 7. Ren- 
der therefore: unto all their dues, tribute 
to whom tribute is due, cuſtom to whom 
cuſtom , fear to whom fear , | honour to 
whom honour. But the principal thing 
he has regard to-in the text, is Non-re- 
filtance, which is the onely perteCt and 
abſolute ſabjeHion we owe to Princes. 
We are not always bound to do what 
they command, becauſe they. may com- 
mand, what we ought not, what we 
muſt not do ; but we are always bound 
I 2 ro 
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to be ſubjed; :that is, never to reſiſt. 
Though a Prince abuſe his power, and 
opprels his ſubjects, we mult not take 
upon us to right ourſelves, but muſt 
leave our cauſe to God, who 1s the 
great Protetor of eppreſt Innocence : 
tor as the Apoſtle tells us,” He that re- 
fiſteth the power, refiſteth the ordinance of 
God; and they that refiſt, &c. This is the 
dodrine the Apoſtle teaches , 'that we 
mu? be ſubjed to, that is, that we:muſt 
not reſiſt , nor rebel againſt ſoveraign 
Princes. Þ Rr 

2. Let us then now conſider the rea- 
fon, whereby the Apoſtle proves and 
inforces this doCtrine of ſubjettion or 
N, way For there 1 no power but 
of God ; the powers that be, are ordained 
of God. Whoſoever therefore refiſteth the 
power , refiſteth the ordinance of. God. 
The plain meaning of which is this: 
That ſoveraign Princes are advanced to 
the Throne by God, and are his mini- 


| fters and vicegerents, inveſted with his 
authority and power to govern; and 


therefore when we reſiſt our Prince, we 
reſiſt the ordinance, conſtitution, and 
appointment of God. Such 'men do' 
not reſiſt, rebel, or fight againſt man, 
but God. As he who reſiſts any fub- 
| ordinate - 
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ordinate Magiſtrates, reſiſts his Prince, 
from whom they receive their autho- 
rity and commilſſion. And this is a 
very torcible Argument to ſabjettion to 
Princes : for whatever our Prince be, it 
1s certain, that God has an abſolute and 
uncontroulable right over us, as being 
the natural Lord and Governour of the 
world; and if Earthly Princes are plac't 
in the Throne by him, who is at liberty 
to put the Government of the world 
into what hands he pleaſes, who will 
dare to oppoſe God ? or ask him, Why 
haſt thou done ſo > Whoever has any 
ſenſe of God's dominion and ſoveraigny 
ty, dares not rebel againſt him; and he, 
who believes that Princes are made by 
, God, Will no moredare to rebel againſt 
; his Prince, than againſt God himſelt. 

The Patrons of refiſtance have uſed all 
| manner of arts to evade the force of 
this Text, and to make the Apoſtles ar- 
| gument ſignifie juſt nothing; and there- 
tore it will be neceſſary to conſider briet- 
ly what they fay. 

I. Then ſome of them own the truth 7; pro 
of what St. Paul aſſerts, that Soveraign Pop: Angl. de- 
Princes are of God, are advanc't and let 1%: P: 58. 
in their Thrones by him ; but then they 
ſay, 'Princes are from God, no other- 

LY wiſe 
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wiſe than every thing elle is of God. 
The divine Pfovidence | prin all * 
things ; and Plague and Peſtilence and 
Famine, .and whatever evil and calami- 
ty befals a nation, is from God too; 
bur does it hence follow , that when 
God brings any of theſe Judgements 
upon us, we tnuſt not Endeavour to 
remove them? No more, fay they, does 
it follow, that we muſt not Endeavour 
to break the Yoak of a Tyrant, becauſe 
it was put on by God. That is, in plain 
Engliſh , that when the Apoſtle proves, 
that we muſt not reſiſt Princes, becauſe. 
they are ſet up by God, he does not reaſon 
truly ; for notwithſtanding this, we may 
reſiſt Tyrannical Princes , as we would 
do the Plague, though they are both 
ſent by Gad: and I iappole thefe men 
believe that- St. Paul was no more in- 
{ſpired by God, than Princes are made 
by him. Otherwiſe they might as 
eaſily have concluded , that ſince St. 
Paul founds no dofQrine of Non-reft- 
ſtance upon God's authority and domi- 
nion in advancing Princes, (and his ar- 
gument muſt be good, if he were an 
n{pired man) that therefore there is 
fome little diflerence between God's 
making a King though a Tyrant , _-_ 
| is 
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his ſending, the plague:: ,and:any man 
of an ordinary underftanding - might 
gueſs, that when. God ſets. up a Xing 

with a ſoveraign Power, he ſets him up 

to govern ; and therefore though he 

may prove a ſcourge and a Plague, yet 
he is ſuch a Plague, as God. will allow 

no man. to remove,. but himſelf. For 

it is a contradiction in the nature of the 

thing, to give authority to a Prince to 

govern, and to leave ſubjects at Liber- 

ty to reſiſt. Tyrants are God's mini» 

niſters, though they be but Executi» 
oners of his juſt vengeance; but an Ex- 

ecutioner, though he be as dangerous as 
the Plague, cannot be reſiſted, without 

reſiſting the Prince. 

2. At other times they tell us, that 
when St. Paul aſſerts, that there z no 
power but of God, the powers that be, are 
ordained of God, he means this onely of 
the Inſtirution of civil power and go- 
vernment, not of every Prince that is 
advanced to this power. The inſtitu- 
tion of civil government they will al- 
low to be from God, .but they think it 
a reproach. to God to own that 7yrants 
and oppreflors, wicked : and impious 
Kings, are advanced by God. His Pro- 
vidence many times, for wile reaſons, 

| I'q permits 
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permits this, as he does all other evils; 
but they cannot believe, that ſuch meri 
are advanc't by his council and appro- 
bation, and poſitive will and appoint- 
ment. But this admits of various an- 
fwers. For, Sap | 

r. Can' there be no wiſe reaſon 
given, why God may advance a bad 
man to be a Prince 2 If there may, then 
it is no reproach to the divine Provi- 
dence. The natural end of humane fo- 
cicties is the preſervation oi Publick 
Peace and order ; and'this 1s in ſome 
meaſure attained even vnder the go- 
vernment of Tyrants. But God has a fur- 
ther end than this, to bluis and-reward 
a Victuous Nation, or to puniſh a looſe 
and degenerate age ; and there cannot 
be a greater bleſſing than a wiie and 
virtuous Privce, nor a greater plague 
than a Merclefs Tyrant : and therefore 
the Providence of God is as much con- 
cerned in ſetting a good or a bad Prince 
over any people, as in rewarding or 
puniſhing, them. Upon this account, 
God calls the King: of Aſſyria the rod of 
his anger, whom he raiſed «p'for the puniſh- 
ment of an Hypocritical Nation, 10 Ifai. 
Ss 6. : $5 
+ 2. I have already proved, that by 

. the 
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the Powers in my Text, - the Apoſtle 


means the perſons of 'Soveraign Princes ; 
and therefore according to his Dottrine, 
thoſe Princes who were then in being, 
that is, the Roman Emperors, were ad- 
vanc't by God; the powers that be, that 
is, the Princes and Emperors who now 
govern the world, are ordained and ap- 
pointed by God. And that thus it is, 
God himſelf tells us, 27 Jerem. 5, 6. 7 
have made the Earth, and given it unto 
whom it ſeemed meet unto me: and now I 
have given all theſe lands into the hands 
of Nebuchadnezzar King of Babylon my 
fervant. Thus he called Cyrus by name, 
many years before he was born, to be 
his ſhepherd, and to perform his pleaſure 
in rebuilding Jeruſalem , 44 Ila. 28. 45. 
33: 34 * vt 
' This was the belief of the primitive 
Chriſtians under heathen and perſecu- 
ting Emperors. Tertullian who wrote 
his Apelogie under Severus, aſſerts that 
Czſar was choſen by God, and therefore 
that the Chriſtians had a peculiar Pro- 
priety in Ceſar, as being made Emperor 
by their God. Sed quid ego amplius de. 
religione atque Pietate chriſtiana' in In- 
peratorem, quem neceſſe eff ſuſpiciamus , 
ut eum quem Dominus noſter elegit, & me» 
l _ 
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rito dixerim, noſter eff magus Ceſar, a 
Deo noſtroconſtitutus. Tert. Apol. cap.3 3. 
and this he aſſigns as the reaſon, why 
they honour and reverence, and pray. 
for him, and are in all things ſubject to 
him, 

3. If thee men will grant, the 1in- 
ſtitution of civil power and authority 
by God is a neceſſary reaſon why we 
muſt not reſiſt -thoſe who have this 
power, it ſhall fatisfie me; and Þ will di- 
ſpute no further, whether by Powers in 
the Text the Apoſtle means civil go- 
vernment, or the Perſons of Princes, fo 
long as the Dodrine of Now-refitance is 
ſecured : but if they will not grant this, 
then they muſt grant, that either: the 
Apoſtle reaſons weakly, or that this is 
not the ſenſe of his words. | 

St. Chryſoſtom indeed by the Powers 
that be ordained of God, underſtands 
no more than that civil power and au- 
thority is from God, as being afraid to 
own that all Princes, though never fo 
wicked are appointed by God ; but 
then he owns the doctrine of Now-re/i- 
ſtance, becauſe the power is from God, 
whoever have the poſlſefiion of it , or 
however he came by. it. But I think 
the argument for Now-refiftance is much | 

ſtronger, 


- the Supreme Powers. ' 
ſtronger, if we acknowledge, that ſove- 
veraign Princes themſelves are appoin- 
ted by God, and have this power put 
into their hands by his peculiar and or- 
dering Providence. 

4- Others in plain terms deny, that 
this is true, that Princes receive their 
power from God, and are ordained and 
appointed by him, though the words of 
the Apoſtle are very plain and expreſs 
in the caſe. 

But let us ſet aſide the Authority of 
the Apoſtle a while, and examine why 
they tay ſo. And this they think is ve- 
ry plain in all Nations, that Princes are 
advanc't to the Throne by the choice 
and conſent. of the People, or by right of 
inberitance, confirmed and ſettled by 
publick Laws , which include the con- 
ſent of the People, and therefore they 
receive their power from thoſe who 
choſe them ; which is no more than a 
Fiduciary power, which they are lyable 
to give an account of to thoſe who 
chooſe them. 

Now: grant this to. be true, that 
Princes are advanc't to the Throne by 
the People, which will not very well 
hold in conguefZs, nor in hereditary King- 
doms 3- yer, I ſay, ſuppoſe it to be true, 
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ſince it was manifeſtly the eaſe of the 
Roman Empire, when the Apoſtle wrote 
this Epiſtle , their Emperors being 
choſen either by the Senate or the 
Army ; yet I would defire to be reſol- 
ved in ſome few plain queſtions. | 

r. Whether God does nothing , but 
what he does by an immediate power ? 
Whether he cannot appoint and chooſe 
an Emperor, unleſs he does it by a Yoice 
from Heaven, or ſends an Angel to fer 
the Crown upon his head? Whether 
God cannot by a great many unknown 
ways, determine the choice of the peo- 
ple, to that Perſon, whom he has betore 
choſen himſelt > May we not as well 
ſay, that God does nothing but miracles, 
becauſe every thing elfe has fome vi- 
ſible cauſe, and may be aſcribed either 
to natural or moral agents? God may 
chuſe an Emperor, 'and the people chuſe 
him too, and the _— choice 1s one- 
ly the effe&tof God's choice ; and there- 
fore notwithſtanding all this, Princes owe 
their crowns and ſecepters to God : the 
powers that be are ordained of God. 

2. How does it follow, that becauſe 
Princes are choſe by the people ,* there- 
fore they derive their power from them, 
and are accountable to them 2 . Fhis 1s 

nor 
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not -true in humane governments. A 
City or any Corporation may have Au- 
thority to chooſe their Magiſtrates, and 
yet they do not derive their power 
from their fellow-Citizens , who choſe 
them, but from their Prince. Thus the 
People may chuſe, but God inveſts with 
power and Authority. For indeed,how 
can people, who have no power of Go- 
vernment themſelves, give that power, 
which they have'not ? God is the only 
governour of the world , and therefore 
there can be no power of Government, 
but' what is derived from him. But 
theſe 'men think, that all civil authority 
. Is founded in conſent; as if there 'were 
no natural Lord of the world , or all 
mankind came free and independent in- 
ts the world. 'This is -a contradiCtion 
to what at other times they will grant, 
that the inſtitution of Civil power and 
Authority is from God; and indeed if it 
be not, I know not how any Prince can 
Juſtifie the taking away the life of an 
man, whatever crime he has been guil- 
ty of, For no man has power of his 
own life, and therefore cannot give this 
power to another : which proves that 
the power of capital puniſhments can- 
not reſult from meer conſent, but _ a 
U- 
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ſaperiour Authority , which.is Lord of 
is and death. | | 

If it be faid, that every man has a 
natural 'right to defend his own life by 
taking away the life of any man who 
injuriouſly aſſaults him,and he may part 
wath . this power of ſelt-defence to his 
Prince , and that includes the power of 
lik and death: Lanſwer, 

x ſe the Laws of Self-preſer- 
vation will juſtifie the taking away ano- 
ther man's life in preſervation of our. 
own, yet. this isa Perſonal right , which 
God, and Nature has given us ; and un- 
leſs wecan prove, that we have Autho- 
rity to.makeover this. right toanother, 
as well as touſe it.oyr ſelves , our con-: 
ſent.cannot. give Authority to the Ma- 
giſtrate to  —_ any man's lite | in 
Our. | | 
2. This natural right: of ſelf-defence 
cangot be the Original of the Magi- 
ſtrates power, becauſe no man does give 
up this right. Every man has the right 
of Self-preſervation, as intire under civil 
goverament, as he had in a. ſtate of Na» 
ture. Under what government ſoeyer 
I live,I may {till kill another man,when, 
Thayeno ather way.to preſerve my own 
life from unjuſt violence by private 
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hands. And this is all the liberty any 
man had ina ſuppoſed ſtate of nature. So 
that the Magiſtrates power of the Sword 
is 2 very different thing from every 
man's right of ſelf-preſervation , and 
cannot owe its original to it. For, 

3. The Magiſtrates power of the 
Sword is not meerly defenfrue,as the right 
of ſe}-preſervation is, but vindicative, 
to execute vengeance on evil doers; 
which power no man has over his equals 
in a ſtate of Nature. For vengeance is 
an att of ſuperiority , and ſuppoſes the 
Authority of a Lord and Judge ; and 
therefore the conſent of all Mankind 
cannot give the power and authority of 
a Sword to a Prince, becauſe they-neyer 
had it themſelves. . A Prince, as he bears 
the Sword , is not the les Officer , 
but the Miniſter of mY a revenger.to 
execute wrath upon him that doth evy, 
as our Apoſtle adds, v/4. and this is the 
true reaſon of our ſubjection. Where- 
fore you mult needs be ſubjedt, not only for 
wrath, but alſo for conſcience ſake. 

4- There is another objcQtion againſt 
what the Apoſtle affirms , that there u 
no power but of God ; the powers that be, 
are ordained of God. For is the power 
of victorious Rebels and Uſurpers my 
God? 
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God 2 did Oliver Cromwe/ receive his 
power from God ? then it ſeems, it was 
unlawful to reſiſt him to0,or to conſpire 
againſthim : then all thoſe Loyal Sub- 
jets, whorefufed to ſubmit to him,when 
he had got the power in his hands, were 
Rebels and Traitors. 

To this I anſwer, that the moſt pro- 
ſperous Rebel is not the Zigber Powers, 
while our natural Prince, to whom we 
owe obedience and ſubjection, 1s in being, 
And: therefore though ſuch men may 
get the power into their hands by Gods 
permiſſion, yet not by Gods Ordinance; 
and he who reſiſts them, does not re- 
{iſt the Ordinance of God , but the u- 
ſurpations of men. In Hereditary King- 
doms, the King never dies, but the ſame 
minute that the natural Perſon of one 
King dies, the Crown deſcends upon the 
next of Blood ; and therefore he who re- 
belleth againſt the Father, and murders 
him, continues a Rebel in the Reign of 
the Son , which commences with his 
Fathers death. 

It is otherwiſe indeed, where none can 
pretend a greater right tothe Crown, 
than the «/wrper ; for there poſſefſion of 
power ſeems to give a right. Thus ma- 


ny of the Roman Emperours came to 
the 
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the Crown by very ill means,but when 
they were polleſt of it, they were the 
Higher Powers ; for the Crown did not 
deicend by i#heritance , but ſometimes 
by the Elefion of the Sexate , ſome- 
times of the Army, and ſometimes by 
force and power , which always draws a 
conſent after it. And therefore the 4- 
poſtle does not direct the Chriſtians to 
enquire by what Title the Emperours 
held their Crowns, but commands them 
to ſubmit to thoſe, who had the power 
in their hands : for the poſſeſſion of Su- 
pream and Soveraign power is 7:t/e e- 
nough, when there is no better 7ztle to 
oppoſe againſt it. For then we muſt 
preſume, that God gives him the irreſj- 
ſtible authority of a Xing, to whom he 
gives an irreſiſtible power; which is 
the only means , whereby Moxarchies 
and Empires are transferred from one 
Nation to another. There are two Ex- 
amples in Scripture which manifeſtly 

confirm what I have now ſaid. 
The firſt in the Kingdom of 7ſrael : 
after the ten Tribes had divided from 
the Houſe of Judah, and the Family of 
David, God had not entailed the King- 
dom upon any certain Family ; he had 
indeed by Ahijah the Prophet R_—_ 
N aftcr 
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after So/omons death ten Tribes to Fero- 
boam the Son of Nebat, 1 Kings 11. 29. 
&c. but had afterwards by the ſame 
Prophet threatned Feroboam, to deſtroy 
his whole Family , Chap. 15. 10, 11. 
Baaſha fulfils this prophecy by the trai- 
terous murder of Nadab, (who ſuccee- 
ded his Father Jeroboam inthe Kingdom) 
and uſurpt the government h:mielf, and 
ſlew all Feroboam's houſe, 28, 29. v. This 
Murder and Treaion 1s numbred among 
the ſins of Baaſha ; for which God at- 
terwards threatned to deſtroy his houſe, 
as he had done the houſe of Feroboam, 
16 Chap.v. 7. and yet he havingulſurpt 
the Throne , and got the power into 
his hands, and no man having a better 


Title than his, God himſelf is faid to 


have exa'ted him out of theduſt, and 
made him Prince over his People Iſrael, 
v.2. Flah ſucceeded Baaſha, who had 
no better Title than his Father; and yet 
Zimri, who flew him,is accuſed of Trea: 
ſon for it, v 20. Zimri uſurpt the King- 
com when he bad flew his Maſter, but 
he was only a vain Pretender toit,when 
he wanted power; for when the people 
who were encamped againſt Gibbethoy, 
heard that Zimmri had killed the King, 
tliey made Omri King, and went imme» 


diately 
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diately and beſieged 7rrzah , where 


Zimri had taken poſſeſſion of the Kings 
Palace ; who finding na way to eſcape, 
ſet fire to it himſelf, and died in the 
flames of it. And now {ſrael was divi- 


ded between Omr:and 7:bn:; but thoſe 
who followed Omri prevailed _ 


thoſe who followed 7ibni; and 7ibni di- 
ed , and Omni Reigned, v.21, 22. All 
which plainly ſhews, that where there is 
no regular Succeſſion tothe Kingdom, 
there poſſeſſion of power makes a King, 


who cannot afterwards be reſiſted and' 


oppoſed without the guilt of treaſon:and 
this was the caſe of the Roman Empire, 
at the writing of this Epiſtle; and there- 
fore the Apoſtle might well ſay, That 
the powers that be, are ordained of God. 
That whoever had the Supream power 
in his hands, is the higher power , that 
muſt not be reſiſted. 

But it was otherwiſe in the Kingdom 
of Fudah, which God himſelt had en- 


tailed on Davids Family, as appears' 


from the example of Foaſh, who wag 


concealed by his Aunt Fehoſheba,and hid 


in the houſe of the Lord tor ſix years. 
During this time Athaliah reigned, and 
had the whole power of government in 
her hands; but yer this did not make 
K 2 her 
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her a Soveraign and irreſiſtible Prince ; 
becauſe Joafb the Son of Abaztah , the 


right Heirof the Crown, was yet alive. 
| And therefore in the ſeventh year Jehoj- 


ada the Prieſt ſet Joaſh upon the Throne, 
and ſlew Azhaliah, and was guilty of no 
Trea{an or Rebellion in doing fo,2 Xings 
17. Which thews , that no uſurpations 
can extinguiſh the Right and 'Title of a 
natural Prince. Such Ulurpers,though 
they have the paiſeflion of the ſupream 
power, yet they have no right to it ; and 
though God for wile reaſons may ſome- 
times permit ſuch uſurpations,yet While 
his Providence ſecures the Perſons of 
ſuch depoſed and bamiſhed Princes trom 
violence, he fecures their Titie tao. As 
it was 1n Nebuchaduezzar's viſion ; The 
tree is cut down, but the ſtump of the roots 
is left in the earth. The Kingdom ſbal 
be ſure to them, after that they ſhall know, 
that the Heavens do rule, Dan.4.26. 

3- The Apoltle adds the puniſhment 
of thoſe, who reſiſt the higher Powers : 
They that reſt, ſhall receive to themſelves 
damnation.Where,by «us jadgment and 
damnation, it 1s plain the Apoſtle means 
the puniſhments of the other world. 
Profperous Rebellions are not always 
puniſht in this world, but they are un the 

next. 
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next, And therefore we muſt be fub- 
jet not only for wrath,tor fear of men ; 
but out of Conſcience towards God,and 
a reverence of his righteous judg- 
ments. 

The ſum of all in ſhort is this. That 
all men, whatever their rank and condi- 
tion be ; not only Secular, but Spiritual 
Perſons ; not only private men,but ſub- 
ordinate Magiſtrates; not only ſingly 
men, but whole Bodies and Communis 
ties, ' the united force and power of a 
Nation , muſt be ſubject to Soveraign 
Princes ; that is, muſt obey all their juſt 
and lawful commands , and patiently 
ſubmit even to their unjuſt violetice, 
without making any reſiſtance, without 
oppoſing force ro force,or taking Arms, 
though it be only in their own defence. 
For Soveraign Princes are made and ad- 
vanced by God, who exerciſcth a parti- 
cular providence in the diſpoſal of 
Crowns and Scepters , and over-ruleth 
allexternal and ſecond cauſes, to fer up 
ſuch Princes as ne himfelf has firſt choſe ; 
and therefore he that refiſteth, reſiſteth 
not Man,but God ; he oppoſeth the con- 
ſtiration and appointment of the- Sove- 
rain Lord of the world , who alone is 
our natural Lord and Governour, and 

K 3 who 
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who alone has right to put the govern- 
ment of the world into what hands he 
pleaſes ; and how proſperous ſoever ſuch 
Rebels may bein this World, they ſhall 
not eſcape the Divine Vengeance and 
Juſtice , which will follow them into 
another world: they ſhall receive to 
themſelves Damnation. 

This was St. Paul's DoQrine about 
fabjeQion to the higher powers; and he 
did not only preach this DcQArie him- 
ſelf, but he charges Timothy and 7itus, 
two Biſhops whom he had ordained,the 
one Biſhop of Epheſus,the other of Crete, 
to preach the ſame. 

Thus he charges Titus, to put them in 
mind to be ſubjett to Principalities and 
Powers, to obey Magiſtrates. to be ready to 
every good work, 3 Titus 1. When he 
commands him to put them in mind to 
be ſubject , he ſuppoſes , that this is a 
known duty of the Chriftian Religion, 
and a duty of ſuch great weight and 
moment , that people ought tobe fre- 
quently'minded of it ; that the Biſhops 
and Miniſters of Religion ought fre- 
quently to preach of it, and to preſsand 
inculcate it upon their hearers. For it is 
a great ſcandal to the Chriſtian Religion, 
when this duty is not obſerved : and yet 
in 
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in many caſes this duty is fo hard to be 
obſerved,& requires ſuch a great degree 
of {elt-denial and reſignation to the will 
of God, and contempr of preſent things, 
that too many men are apt to forget it, 
-and toexcule themſelves from it. And 
therefore St.Pau/ gives this in particular 
charge to Titus, and in him to all the 
Biſhops and Miniſters of the Goſpel, to 
take ſpecial care to inſtruct people well 
in this point, and frequently to renew 
and repeat their exhortations ; eſpecially 
when they find a buſie, faCtious, and ſc- 
ditious ſpirit abroad in the world. 

Thus he inſtrufts 7:mothy the Biſhop 
of Epheſus, 1 Tim. 2. 1: I exhort there- 
fore, that firſt of all, ſupplications prayers, 
interceſſions, and giving of thanks, be made 
for all men; for Kings,and for all that are 
' tn authority, that we may lead a quiet and 


peaceable life , in all godlineſs and hone- 


But you will ſay, What is this to ſuch 
an abſolute ſubjeftion to Princes as in- 
cludes Non-refiſtance in it? cannot we 
pray for any man, without making him 
our abſolute and Soverain Lord ? are we 
not bound to pray for all our Enemics 
and Perſecutors ? and does our praying 
tor them, make it unlawful to reſiſt and 
K 4 oppoſe 
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oppoſe their unjuſt violence ? How then 
can you prove from the duty of praying 
for Kings, that it is in no caſe lawful 
to reſiſt them ? if it werelawful tore- 
fiſt Tyrannical Princes , yet it might be 
our duty to pray for them. And there- 
fore though it be our duty to pray for 
Princes, it does not hence follow , that 
we may in no caſeslawſully reſiſt them. 

In anſwer to this,l grant, that praying 
for any man, nay praying for Ximgs and 
Princes cannot of it ſelf prove, that it is 
unlawful to refiſt them, if it otherwiſe 
appear, that reſiſtance is lawful ; but if 
it be our duty to make ſupplications, 
prayers, and interceſſions for perſecuting 
Princes, as the Apoſtle commands them 
to pray for the Roman Emperors, who 
were profeſt enemies to Chriſtianity ; 
that is,if hey mult beg all good things 
for them, a long and happy and proſpe- 
rous Reign, which is included in inter- 
ceſlions and prayers; this ſtrongly inters, 
that they muſt not refſt their power, 
nor undermine their Thrones. For we 
cannot very well at the ſame time pray 
for the proſperity of their government, 
and endeavour to pull it down. The 
Apoſtle did not underſtand thoſe con» 


ditional Prayers , that God would Com 


vert 
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vert or Confoukd them ; a prayer, which 
thanks be to God , was never found in 
any Chriftian Litargie yer ; which poſſi 
bly is one reaſon , why forme men are 
no great Friends to Liturgies. And 
when the Apoſtle directs them to pray 
| for Kings and all that are in — 
that they muſt live quiet and peaceab 
lroes in all godlineſs and honeſty , that is, 
that they might enjoy peace and ſecur- 
ty in the proteffion and praftice of the 
true Religion ; this ſeems to 1mply,that 
when they are perſecuted for their Reli- 
gion , which was the cafe art that rime, 
they muſt pray for perſecuting Princes, 
that God would incline their hearts to 
favour his people ; but muſt nor fight a- 
gainſt rhem. This is the only direction 
the Apoftle gives them in the caſe ; and 
we may reaſonably ſuppoſe, that had he 
known any other , he would not have 
concealed it. If it is always the duty of 
Chriſtians to pray for the proſperous 
and flouriſhing ſtate of the Empire, 2s 
by this Apoſtolical exhortation ir ap- 
pears to be, it could never be lawful for 
them to reſiſt the powers: for Þ carmot 
underſtand tow any man without mock- 
ing Almighty God, can pray for the 
proſperity of his Prince, and the good 
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ſucceſs-of his government, at rhe ſame 
time,when he fights againſt him. When 
St. Paul had o treely. and openty decla- 
red againſt reſiſting the higher powers, 
which 7imothy,, who was his Scholar 
and Companion , and. fellow-labourer, 
could not but know ; what other inter- 
-pretation could he make of the Apoſtles 
exhortation, to. pray: for Kings , and all 
that arc in authority, - that we may live 
quiet and peaceable lives in all godlinefs 
and honeſty, bur only this, that prayer 
15 the laſt and only remedy that we can 
have againſt perſecuting Princes 2, Had 
it been lawful for them to reſiſt;-it had 
.been a more proper prayer, that' God 
would give them ftrength and courage 
and counſel to oppole a!l )is and their 
enemies: that he would appear as mi- 
raculouſly for their: detence , as he tor- 
.merly did in fighting the Batrels of 7 
rael; that he would fet Chrift upon his 
Throne, and make all the Princes of the 
earth give place. to a more - glorious 
Kingdom. Time was, when it was all 
one, whether he ſaved with many or a 
tew. He knew how to deſtroy potent 
and formidable Armies, without any 
humane ſtrength and power, or by ſuch 
weak & contemptible means,as reſerved 

the 
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the glory of the victory intire to him- 
ſelf : and he is the ſame {till that ever he 
was, and his power is the fame. Bur 
St. Paul very well knew, that it was 
not lawtul for them to pull Emperours 
out of their Thrones, to give any di- 
ſturbance to civil powers, or to at- 
tempt any changes or innovations 1n go- 
vernment; and therefore ſince they muſt 
ſubmit to ſuch Princes as they had, 
there was no other remedy left them, 
but to beg of God fo toincline the hearts 
of Princes, that they might enjoy a 
quiet and peaceable poſſeſlion of their 
Religion , even under Pagan Princes. 
For as much as ſome men of late days 
profanely ſcoft at prayers and tears, 
theſe have been always thought rhe one- 
ly remedy the Church has againſt per- 
ſecuting powers ; and it ſeems St. Paul 
thought ſo too, for he preſcribes no o- 
ther ; and yet he does not allow them 
to pray againſt the King neither,but. ex- 
horts them to pray tor him, and that 
they might enjoy peace and ſecurity un» 
der his Government. 


CHAP. 
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CHAP. V. 
St. Peter's Dotirine about Nor- 


reſeflance. 


H Aving heard what St. Paws do- 
&rine wag, let us now conſider 
what St. Peter taught about this mat- 
ter : he had as much reaſon to learn this 
leſſon as any of the- Apoſtles, our Sa- 
viour having ſeverely rebuked him for 
drawing his fword againſt the lawful 
powers, as you have already heard. 
And indeed, his raſh and intemperate 
zeal in this ation coſt him very dear ; 
for we have reafon to believe, that this 
was the chief thing, that tempted him 
to deny his Mafter. He was afraid to 
own himſelf to be his Difciple, or that 
he had been in the with him ; 
becauſe he was conſcious to himfelf , 
that by drawing his ſword, and ſmitin 
the ſervant of the high Prieſt, he 
incurred the penalty of the law, and 
had he been diſcovered, could expect 
nothing leſs, but to be ſeverely puniſh't 
for it, 1t may be to have loſt his life - 
| $ 
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his reſiſtance. And indeed,this has ve- 
ry often been the fate of thoſe men , 
who have been tranſported with a boi- 
ſtrous and intemperate zeal to draw 
their ſwords for their Maſter and his 
Religion againſt the lawful powers, that 
they commonly deny their Maſter, and 
deſpiſe his Religion,before they pur their 
{words up again. 

- But St. Perer having by our Sq- 
yiour's reproof, and his owndear- 
experience learn't the evil of reſiſtance, 
never drew his ſvvord more, and took 
great care to inſtruct Chriſtians not to 
do ſo, I Peter 2.13, 14, 15, 16. Sub- 
mit your ſelves to every ordinance of mas 
for the Lord's ſake, whether it be to the 
King as ſupreme ; or untoGovernours, as to 
them that are ſent by him, for the puniſh- 
ment of evil doers, and for the praiſe of 
them that do well. For ſous the will of 
God, that with well doing, ye may 
to ſilence the ignorance of fooliſh men. As 
free, and not ufing your liberty as a cloak 
of ——_—_ , but as the ſervants of 
God. 

This is the very ſame Dodtrine , 
which St. Paw/ taught the Romans: 
Let every ſoul be ſubjeft to the bigher 
Powers ; tor the ſame word is uſed in the 
ori- 
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original imniym and ;nmoide, and there- 
fore to ſubmit and to be ſubject 1s the 
fame thing, which, as St. Paul tells us, 
ſignifies Nowreſiſtance. Onely as St. Paul 
ſpeaks onely of not reſiſting the Z/igh- 
er Powers, that is, Emperozrs and Sove- 
raign Princes, herein including all thoſe, 
who'aC&t by their Authority ; St. Peter, 
to prevent all cavils and exceptions, di- 
ſtiatly mentions both, that we muſt 
ſubmit to all humane power and autho- 
rity, not onely to the Xing as Supreme, 
that-1s, in St. Paul's phraſe, to the Figh- 
er Powers, to all Soveraign Princes who: 
are inveſted with the ſupreme Autho- 
rity ; bur allo to thoſe, who are ſent by 
him, whe receive their Authority and 
commiſſion from the Soveraign Prince. 
St. Paul tells us at large, that a/pow- 
er 1s of God, and that the power is the 
Miniſter of God, and he that refiſteth the 
power, refſteth the ordinance of God; and 
therefore we mu needs be ſubjett,not ones 
ly for Wrath, that is, for tear of being 
puniſh't by men , but alſo for Conſcience 
ſake, out of reverence to God, and fear 
ot his Judgement. This St. Peter com- 
priſes in one word, which includes it 
all; Submit your ſelves to every ordi- 
nance of man for the Lord's ſake : for 
how 
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how is God concerned in our obedience 
to Princes, if they be not his Miniſters, 
who are appointed and advanced by him, 
and a& by his Authcrity, and if it be 
not his will and command , - that we 


ſhould obey them 2 amd therefore he_ 


addes, for this is the- will of God, that 
with well doing, that is, by obedience and 
ſubjeQion' to Princes, ye may put to ft- 
lence the ignorance of fooliſh men, that is, 
that you may put to ſilence thoſe fooliſh 
men, who ignorantly accuſe you, as 
fond of changes, and troubleſome and 
dangerous to Government. But then 
St. Peter obſerving, that Chriſtian Li- 
berty was made a pretence for ſeditions 
and treaſons, he cautions them againſt 
that alſo, As free, but not uſing your liber- 
ty for a cloak of Maliciouſneſs, that is, to 
cover and excuſe ſuch wickedneſs as 
Rebellion againſt Princes, but as the ſer- 
wants of God : You muſt remember , 
wiatever freedom Chriſt has purchas't 
for you, he bas not delivered you from 
obedience and ſubjeftion to God ; you 
are his ſervants ſtill, and therefore muſt 
be ſubje& to thoſe, who receive their 
power and authority from God, as all 

Soveraign Princes do. . 
This is as plain, one would think, as 
words 
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words can make it; but nothing can be ' 
ſophin , but that men who are unwil- 
ing to uaderſtand it, and who ſer their 
wxs on work to avoid the force and evi- 
dence of it, may be able to find ſome- 

ing toſfay, to deceive themſelves, and 
thale who are willing to be deceived : 
and therefore it will be nece(lary to 
conſider, what falſe colours ſome men 
have put upon theſe words, to elude and 
bafile rhe plain ſcope and deſigne of the 
Apoſtle in them. 

As firſt, they obſerve, that St. Peter 
calls Kings and ſubordinate Governours 
an ordinance of man, or a humane Crea- 
Lure, cx x5. and from hence they 
conclude that Xings are onely the pes- 
ples Creatures; they are made by the 
people , and receive their power from 
them, and therefore are accountable ro 
them if they abuſe their power. In an- 
ſwer tothis,we may conſider, 

I.” That this interpretation of St. Pe- 
zer's words, is a direct contradiction to 
St. Pawl, who exprefly alerts, that there 
15 ag power but of God, the powers that 
be are ordained of God : but according 
to thisexpoſition of humane Creature, or 
the Ordinazce of Man, there is no power 
of God, but all power is derived _ 
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the People. Kings and Princes may be 
choſen by men, as it 15 in Eleftive King- 
doms, and as it was at that time in the 
Roman Empire; but they receive their 
power from God, and thus St. Pax/and 
St. Peter may be reconciled : but to af- 
firm, that St, Peter calls Kings an Or- 
dinance of man, becauſe they receive 
their power and authority from men, 
is an irreconcilable contradiftion to St, 
Paul, who affirms, that they receive 
their power from God, that they are 
God's and not the peoples Miniſters. 
Now though St. Peter and St. Pal did 
once differ upon a matter of prudence, 
it would be of ill conſequence to Re- 
ligion, to make them differ in ſo mate- 
rial 8 Doctrine as this is : and yet there 
i5no way to reconcile them, but by ex- 
pounding St. Peter's words fo as to a+ 
gree with St. Pan's; for St.Paul's words 
can never be reconciled with that ſence, 
which theſe men give of St. Peter's ; 
and that is a good argument to me, 
that is not the true interpretation of 
St. Peter ; for I verily believe, that 
theſe two great Apoſtles did not differ 

1n this point. 
2. St. Peter exhorts them to ſubmit 
to every ordinance of man for the Lord's 
| ſake, 
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ſake; which plainly ſignifies, that what- 
ever hand men may have in modelling 
civil governments, yet it 1s the Ordt- 
nance of God, and Princes receive their 
power from him. For it isno act of 
diſobedience to God to reſiſt our Prince, 
nor of obedience to God to ſubmit to 
him, if he does not derive his power 
from God, and att by his Authority 
and commillion; eſpecially in ſuch caſes, 
- when he oppoſes the Government of 
God, and the intereſt-of Religion ; and 
opprelles not onely God's Creatures, but 
his moſt ' faithful and obedient people, 
who are his peculiar care'and charge : 
in ſuch caſes as thee, if Princes do not 
receive their power from God, they are 
oppoſite and rival Powers, and we can 
no more ſubmit to them for God's fake, 
than we can ſubmit to a-Rebel for the 
ſake of, that is, out of duty and loyal- 
ty to our watural Prince. And there- 
tore when the Apoſtle exhortsthem, for 
God's fake to ſubmit to heir King, 
he plainly ſuppoſes, what St.. Paul did 
particularly expreſs, that Kings receive 
their power from God,. and therefore are 
God's Miniſters, even when they abuſe 
their power ; and he that reſiſts, reſiſts 


.  theOrdinanceand Authority of God. 
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3- But ſuppoſe we ſhould grant, 
that when St. Peter calls Kings the Or- 
dinance- of man, he means, that they 
receive their power and authority from 
men; yet I cannot ſee, what good this 
will do them : for he plainly diſowns 
their conſequence, that therefore Princes 
are accountable to the People, as to 
their ſuperiours, and may Le reſiſted, de- 


poſed, and brought to condigne puniſh» 


ment, if they abule this power ; as will 
appear from theſe two obſervations. 
1. That he gives the King the Title of 
ſupreme,. i=wizza, "who is above them all, 
and is inveſted with the ſupreme and ſo- 
veraigh power. Now the ſupreme power 
in the- very notion of it, is irreſiſtible 
and unaccountable; for otherwiſe it is 
not ſupreme, - but ſubje&t to ſome ſupe- 
riour: juriſdiction ; which it is cvident- 
ly knowa the Roman Empercurs , of 
whom the Apoſtle here ſpeaks, were 
not. And- 2, that herequires ſubjetion 
to: this. humane. ordinance, which, as 
appears from St. Paul, ſignifies Non re- 
fiſtance. 'So,that though we thould grant 
that the Ang. derives his power from 
the people,: yet it ſcems, God confirms 
and eſtabliſhes the Crown on his head, 
and willnot ſuffer people to take it off a- 
gain, when they pleaſe. La 4. But 
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4. But after all, there is no colour for 
this objetion from the Apoſtles words: 
{or This 3% xv; humane order Of or- 
dination , Genes nothing but humane 
authority , fuch power and authority as - 
is exerciled by men for the good govern» 
ment of humane Societies. And the 
meaning, is only this; that out of reve- 
rence and obedience to God, from whom ' 
all power is derived, they ſhould ſubmit 
to that authority, which is exerciſed by 
men, whether to the ſupream power of 
Soveraign Princes , or that ſubordinate 
authority which he beſtows on infer iour 
Magiſtrates. | 

2. It is farther objected, that though 
St. Peter does command Chriſtians to 
ſubmit to Kings and Governours , yet 
it 1s with a linmration , as far as they go- 
vern well, while they exerciſe their au- 
thority in purſuance of the great ends 
of its inſtitution ; for the puniſhment 
evil doers, and for the praife of them 
that do well. And here St. Peter agrees 
very well with St.Paul, who aſſigns this 
as the reaſon, why they may be fubjet 
to the powers: For Rulers are not a ter- 
rour to good works , but to the evil; wilt 
thou then not be afraid of the power ? do 
that which is goed , and thou ſhalt have 
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praiſe of the ſame. For he is the miniſter 
of God to thee for good. But if thiu do 
that which is evil.be afraid, for he beareth 
wot the ſword in vain : for he v the mini- 
fter of Ged, an avenger ro execute wrath 
upon him that doth evil, 13 Rom. 2, q. 
Now we cannot be bound to obey an1 
ſubmit , any farther than the reaſon of 
our obedience reaches : and if rhe rea- 
ſon why we muſt obey Princes, is, be- 
cauſe they puniſh wickedneſs, and re- 
ward and encourage Vertue, which tis fo 
great a bleſſing to humane Socicties,then 
we are not bound to obey them, whers 
they do quite contrary ; when they en- 
courage Vice, and opprets the molt ex- 
emplary innocence. Now im anfwer to 
this,let us conſider, 

1. Whether theſe great Apoſtles in- 
tended to oblige the Chriſtians of that 
age to yield obedience to thole powers. 


which then governed the world. It 


they did, (asI think no man will be to 
hardy asto fay, that they did not) then 
it will be proper to enquire, whether 
what they hereaffirm, and afſ:gnas the 
reaſon of their ſubjetion , that Rulers 
arenot a terrour to good works, but to 
the evil, were true of the Roman Em- 
perours and Governours, or not. If it 

3 were 
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were true , then I believe it will hold 
true of all Xings,in all ages of the world ; 
for there cannot well be greater Zyrants 
than the Roman Emperors were at this 
time : and fo this will prove an eternal 
realon , why we ſhould be ſubject to 
Princes, notwithſtanding the many 
faults and miſcarriages of their govern- 
ment. If it were not true, It 1s very 
ſtrange, that two ſuch great Apoſtles, 
ſhould uſe ſuch anargumentr to pertwade 
Chriſtians to ſubmit to the powers , as 
only proved the quite contrary , that 
they ought not to be ſubject to the pre- 
ſcent powers, becauſe they were unjuſt 
and Tyrannical, and in contradiction to 
the original deſign and inſtitution of ci- 
vil power, were a terror to good works 
and not to the evil. 

The Chriſtians were at that time per- 
ſecuted by Fews and Heathens,by all the 
powers of the World. The Apoſtle 
cxhorts them not to reſiſt the powers, 
becauſe they were not a Terror to good 
works, but to the evil. If by this he 
only means, that they ſhould be ſubject 
to them, while they encouraged VYertue 
and vertuous men, but might rebel a- 
ganit them, when they did the contre- 
ry ; how could the Chriſtians of _ 
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_ days think themſelves obliged by this to 
ſubmit to the higher powers? 

For this was not their caſe. They 
ſuffered for righteouſneſs fake ; the pow- 
ers were a terrour to them, though they 
were innocent, though they could not 
charge them , either with breaking the 
Laws of God or Men ; and rherefore 
they were not bound to ſubmit to them, 
whenever they could find it fafe to re- 
fiſt. So that either theſe men put a falſe 
comment upon the Text , or while the 
Apoſtle undertakes to deter them from 
reſiſtance , he urges ſuch an argument 
as was proper only to perſwade them to 
rebe 

2. We may allo conſider , that this 
mterpretation of the words makes tlic 
Apoſtles argument childiſh and. ludt- 
crous, and wholly uſeleſs to periwade 
any man to be ſubje&t , who needs per- 
ſwaſi9n. ForT take it for granted, that 
there is no need to perſwade any man , 
eſpecially the good and vertuous,not to 
reſiſt the powers, when he meets with 
the juſt rewards and encouragements of 
Vertue. The uſual pretence tor Scdi- 
tions and Treaſons, is to redre(s publick 
grievances, to deliver themlelves trom 
a ſtate of oppreſſion and ſlavery ; but all 
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mankind agree,that they ought to obey 
Governours, who govern well; and ng 
man thinks it juſt or honourable to re- 
bel, who has not , or cannot pretend 
ſome cauſe of complaint. The tryal of 
our obedience is, when we ſuffer injuri- 
ouſly for righteouſneſs ſake , when our 
Rights and Liberties are invaded, when 
we groan under ſuch oppreſſions, asare 
enough to make a wiſe man mad, and to 
tranſport him to irregular and unjuſtifi- 
ableattions. This was the caſe of the. 
Primitive Chriſtians ro whom the Apo- 
ſtles wrote, and therefore we might rea- 
ſonably expett, that he ſhould urge ſuch 
Arguments to SubjeCtion,as ſhould reach 
their caſe : but if theſe men be good Ex- 
poſitors , the Apoſtle ſays nothing to 
perſwade any man to obedience to the 
powers, who finds the powers uncaſie 
and troubleſome to him; and thoſe .who 
have nothing to complain of, one would 
think, ſhould need no Arguments to 
perſwade them to ſubjeCion to ſo eaſic 
and gentlea yoak. 

3. Nay, according tothis interpreta- 
tion of the DoCtrine of Subjetion, that 
we are bound only to be ſubject to thoſe 
Princes,who rule well,who puniſh wick- 
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of Subjeftion gives no ſecurity at all to 
the beſt governments in the world. Thc. 
moſt Factious and Seditious ſpirits cat 
deſire no greater liberty, than this prin- 
ciple grarits them. For no humane gc- 
vernment can be ſo exact and ncricct 

but it may be guilty of great :n//-ar- 
riages. Good men may luiter, ai.) bad 
men may flouriſh under a vert::vus 
Prince, and therefore ill deſigning men 
can never want pretences to miirepre- 
ſent the government , and to foment 
Diſcontents and Jealouſtes between 
Prince and People. This unhappy Na- 
ticn has been a fad example of t/:is, 
twice in one Age, under tivoas juſt and 
merciful Princes , as ever fate upon the 
Engliſh Throne. When there were ne- 
ver fewer real grievances to be co:m- 
plained of , and never more loud anc 
Tragical complaints : and it Subje&t+ arc 
not bound to obey any longer ihar; all 
things pleaſeand gratifie their h1ymmors, ir 
is a vain thing to name the Doc! v] 
Subjetion;which is of no ule at 2'i: + 0 
peace and ſecurity of humane 5 


4. This is abtolutely tale . C 
are bound to be ſubje&t t:: £ 7 
Princes no longer than th-' ', 


according to the mea!.j:4 
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and righteouſneſs. The Apoſtle I am 
ſure ſuppoſes the contrary, when he tells 
the Chriſtians, But and if ye ſuffer for 
righteouſneſs ſake, happy are ye; and be not 
afraid of their terror, neither be troubled, 
x1 Pct. 3. 74. Thus he commands ſer- 
vants to be ſubjeft to their Maſters with 
fear, not only to the good and gentle, but 
alſo to the froward. For this is thank- 
worthy, if a man for conſcience towards 
God endure grief, ſuffering patiently. 
For what glory wit, if when ye be buffe- 
ted for your faults, ye take it patiently? 
but if when ye do well and ſuffer for it , 
ye take it patiently, this us acceptable 
with God, 2 Chap. 18, 19,20. And cer- 
tainly thereis as pertcct a ſubjeCtion due 
to a Soverain Prince as to a'Maſter , for 
he is more eminently tiz2 Miniſter of 
God, and atts by a more Sacred and in- 
violable authority. And that this does 
extend toourſubjeCtion ro Frinces , ap- 
pears from the example of Chriſt, which 
the Apoſtle there recommends to our 
imitation, who was the moſt innocent 
perſon in the world, and yet ſuffered 
the moſt barbarous uſage, not from the 
hands of a private Maſter, but of the 
ſupreme powers. And therefore when 


hz commands in the ſame Chapter to 
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ſubmit to Governours , as to thoſe who 
are for the puniſhment of evil doers , and 
the praiſe of them that do well, it is evi- 
dent, that he did not intend this as a li- 
m:tation of our ſubje&tion, asif we 
were not bound to be ſubje& in other 
caſes; ſince in the very ſame Chapter, 
he requires ſubjeCtion not only to the 
good and gentle, but alſo to the froward, 
in imitatzon of the example of our 
Lord , who ſuffered patiently under un- 
juſt and Tyrannical powers. 

5. I oblerve therefore, that the Apo- 
ſtle does not alleadge this as the reaſon 
of our ſ{ubjetion , but as a motive:or 
argument to reconcile us to the practice 
of it. The reaſon of our ſubjection to 
Princes is, that they are advanced by 
God, that they are his Miniſters, thar 
thoſe who refiſt, refhſt the Ordinance of Ged, 
and therefore we muſt ſubmit forGods ſake, 
out of reverence to his authority. But it is 
an encouragement to ſubjection,to conſi- 
der the great advantages of government, 
that Rulers are not a terrour to good works, 
but to the evil. But though this motive 
ſhould fail in ſome inſtances , yet while 
the reaſon of ſubjection latts, (and that 
can never fail, while we own the Sove- 
rajn Authority of God) fo long it 1s 
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our dutie to be ſubject, whether our 
Prince do his dutie or not. | 

5. But to examine more particularly 
the meaning of theſe words. When 
the Apoſtle ſays, that Rulers are not a 
terror to good works, but to the evil ; that 
they are for the puniſhment of evil doers, 
and the praiſe of them that do well ; I ſee 
no necetlitic of expounding this of good 
and evil works in general, that all good 
and virtuous aQtions ſhall .be rewerded 
by them, and all evil actions punifh't ; 
for this is almoſt impoſtible in any hu- 
mane government; and thcre never was 
any government in the world, that ap- 
pointed rewards for all virtuous aftions, 
and puniſhments for all wicked ones. 
But theſe good and evil works ſcem to 
be confined to the matter in hand, to 
ſubjection and obedience, as a good and 
virtuous. ation. And fo the Apoſtle 
enforces this dutie of ſubjeCtion, not one- 
ly from the Authoritie of God, but from 
the power of Princes : Be ſubjett ro the 
pant ao for Rulers are not a terrour 
zo good works, but to the evil. We need 
not fear the powers, when we obey 
them , and ſubmit ourſelves to them; 
but they will puniſh us if we rebel. 
The force of which argument is this: 


The 
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The beſt: way to obtain fſafetie and pro- 
tection under any Government,is by be- 
ing peaceable, quiet,and obedient ; ſuch 
men generally eſcape under the greateſt 
Tyrants, for Tyrants thernſelves do not 
uſe to inſult over the peaceable and o- 
bedient : but if men' be ſeditious and 
troubleſome to government, then he 
beareth not the ſword in vain, but is the 
Miniſter of God, a revenger to execute 
wrath upon him that doeth evil, that is, 


upon all diſobedience and rebellion ; for 


whatever wickedneſs eſcapes unpuniſh't, 
Princes for their own ſecuritie muſt not 
ſufter diſobedience and rebellion to e- 
ſcape. And that this is the meaning of 
it, appears from the next verſe, where 
the Apoſt/e ſumsup the whole argument 
for ſubje&tion, which he reduces to Cor- 
ſcience towards God, and fear of the ſecu- 
lar powers:Wherefore ye muſt needs be ſub- 
Jett, not onely for wrath, but alſo for Con- 
ſcience ſake. And that St. Peter by well 
doing means ſubje&tion to Princes, is ve- 
ry plain. For ſo is the will of God, that 
with well doing, ye ſhould put to filence 
the ignorance of fooliſh men ; that is, 
by obedience and ſubjeCtion to Princes , 
which is the datie he there exhorts them 
to. And therefore it is very probable 

that 


157 


158 


The Caſe of Reſiſtance of 

that he means the ſame by wel doing in 
the verſe before, that Governours are 
for the puniſhment of evil doers, and the 
praiſe of them that do well; to puniſh the 
diſobedient and rebellious, and to re- 
ward and proteCt thoſe, who live in all 
quiet and peaceable ſubjection. - And if 
this be the meaning of it , I think they 
can find no limitation here of our ſub- 
jedtion to Princes. 

7. But let.us ſuppoſe, that when the 
Apoſtle lays, that Rulers are not a terror 
to good works, but to the evil, he under- 
ſtands by it in general, the great advan- 
tages of civil government, that is, for the 
ſuppreſſion of wickednefs,and incourage- 
ment of virtue, which is the true end 
and the beſt improvement of humane 
power ; this alſo 1s in a great meaſure 
true of the worſt and moſt Tyrannical 
Princes, and therefore the argument for 
ſubjection is good even under a Ty- 
rant. 

PubLlick Juſtice was adminiſtred un- 
der the government of Nero, -and good 
men were rewarded, and bad men pu- 
niſh't : And though Juſtice be not ſo e- 
qually and ſo univerſally adminiſtred 
under a bad Prince, as undera good one; 
thoug|i a Tyrant-may opprels _ 
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kis ſubjeRs, and be the occaſion of great 
Calamities, yet while there 1s any pub- 
lick government maintained in the 
world, it lays great reſtraints upon the 
unruly luſts and pafſions of men, and 
gives great ſecuritie to the juſt and in» 
' nocent. And therefore good men are 
concerned to promote the peace and ſe- 
curitie of Government, though the 
Prince be a Tyrant : for there is more Ju- 
ſtice to be had under a Tyrant, than in a 
civil War. In ordinary cales it is very pof- 
ſible for good men to live eafily and tole- 
rably under a very bad Prince ; & though 
it ſhould be their Jot-to ſuffer, yet ſince 
the peace and quiet of humane Societies 
15 1n it felt ſo great a bleſſing, and the 
publick good is better conſulted by the 
prelervation of government, than by re- 
fiſtance, it becomes every good man ra- 
ther to ſutter patiently under a 7yrayr, 
than to ſhake and unſettle humane go- 
vernment, and diſturb the natural courſe 
of Juſtice by ſeditions and tumults. 

8. Nay let us ſuppoſe, that the A- 
poltle here ſpears of ſuch an equal ad- 
minittration of Juſtice, as cannot be ex- 
petted under the gov 2rnment of a 7y- 
rant; yetlo the argament holus good a- 
gainſt reſiſtance, tiv121 our Prixce be 
| never 
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never ſo bad. And it hes thus : we 
muſt not reſiſt the powers, becauſe Ru- 
lers are not a terrour to good works, but 
to the evil. This is the great bleſling of 
humane goverameant , to preſerve Ju- 
ſtice and righteouſneſs among men. 
For this reaſon God has intruſted the 
Princes with the power of the fword, 
for the puniſhment of evil doers, and the 
praiſe of them that do well ; and therefore 
we muſt not reſiſt him , becauſe pub- 
lick Juſtice is ſo great a bleſſing to the 
world. - But how does this follow, you 
will ſay, that we muſt not reſift a Ty- 
rant, who is ſo far from adminiſtring 
Juſtice, that he oppreſſes his ſubjects, 
becauſe Civil Government and Publick 
Juſtice is ſo great a bleſſing 2 what a- 
greement is there between civil govern- 
ment , and publick Juſtice and a Ty- 
rant? Why the conſequence is very 
plain. Civil government, which 1s for 
the adminiſtration of publick Juſtice, is 
a great and ineſtimable bleſſing to the 
world : but now there can be no civil 
government without a fupreme and ir- 
refiftible power ; publick Juſtice cannot 
be adminiſtred , unleſs there is ſome 
power from whence there is no appeal. 
It is not neceſſarie indeed, that the 

power 
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power ſhould always be inthe hands of 
one man ; but it. God have placed tis 
power in the -hands of a: Prizce, there 
it muſt +be' irreſiſtible roo, however 


he ufes it :.*for. af once it be-made lawful 
to reſiſt the ſupreme Power, wherever: 


it is plac't, you diflalve humane Socie- 
ties, or at leaſt iexpoſe them to perpe- 
tual diſorders: and convulſions. Fas 


Qious and ambirious:men will find pre-: 


tences to reſiſt good Princes as well as 
the-bad, and no:gevernment can be any 
longer ſecure, than'while. il|-deſigning 
men want power to reſiſt. Now then, 
to paſs a true Judgement'of this:matter, 
we muſt not-onely conſider, what pre- 
ſent inconveniencies we may ſufter from, 
the irreſiftible.power of a;Zyrant, but 
what an irreparable miſchief it is fos e- 
ver to untettle the foundations of go- 


vernment. - We muſt coniider whether 


Civil Government be the greater bleſ- 
ſing to mankind, or a Tyrant the grea- 
ter curſe: whether it be more deſirable 
to endure theinſolence and injuſtice of 
a Tyrant, «when the power falls into ſuch 
2 hand; or for ever to be deprived of 
the ſecuritie of government, and the 
bleſſings of Peace and order. And there- 


fore there is great reaſon, why God ſhould 
M ſo 
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ſo ſeverely forbid the reſiſtance of Prin- 
ces, though Tyrants ; and why we ſhould 
quietly and contentedly ſubmit to this 
divine appointment, becauſe 'the reſi- 
ſtance of the:ſupreme power, were it 
once allowed by God, would weaken 
the authoritie of humane Governments, 
and expoſe them to the-rage and frenzie 
of ambitious! and -diſcontented Szates- 
men, or wild Exthufafts.. Fhis I think 
is a ſufficient anſwer to this pretence , 
that the Apoſtle limits,our ſubjection to 
Princes to the regular :exerciſe of their' 
authoritie. 1: 03 199707 4 

3. Ir is objected alfo from St. Peters 
words, that.the inferiour and ſubordi= 
nate Magiſtrates receive their power 
from God alſo, as well as ſupreme and 
Soveraign Princes ; Governours are {ent 
by him, that is, fay they, by God, for 
the puniſhment of evil.doers, and the praiſe 
of them that do well; and: theretore 
though private men may not reſiſt a 
Soveraign Prince , yet publick _—__ 
{lrates may , though they. 'be not ſus 
preme-; for.it is their dutie alfo to ſee 
wickedneſs puniſh't, and virtue rewar- 
ded; and therefore it is part of their 
Commiſſion to give check to the Soveraign 
Power, and to detend ſubjects from the 
a une 
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unjuſt violence and oppreſlions of their 
Prince. And this the Emperour T raja 
learn't from the common principles of 


Juſtice and Equitie, who delivered a 


{word to one of his Officers with this 
charge, to uſe it for him, while he go- 
verned well, but againſt him it he go- 
verned ill. Now in anſwer to this, we 
may conſider, 

1. That there is. no foundation 
at all for this in the 7ext, for this 
6 «3 or by him, cannot by any rules 
of Grammar be reterred ro God, but 
to' the King. - Submit to every Ordi- 
nance of man for the Lord's ſake, whether 
to the King as ſupreme, or unto Govern- 
ours, as unto them who are ſent by him. 
By him? by whom? by God ? that is not 
faid, but by the X7xg, for that is thenext 
antecedent ; and thar is the evident truth 
of the caſe. Inferiour Magiſtrates do 
not receive their power from God, but 
from the Xing, who having the Sove- 
raign power in himſelt, commits the ex- 
erciſe of ſome part of it to others, and 
taketh it away again, when he pleaſes. 
And the very phraſe of munyin 6 dv, 
thoſe who are ſent by him, plainly re- 
fers it to thoſe who were ſent by the 
Emperour into torreign countries, to go- 
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vern the Roman Provinces; ſuch as Pox- 
tius Pilate and Felix were: and fo the 
meaning 1s, that they were not onely 
obliged to ſubmit to the Roman Empe- 
roars, but to all thoſe Governours, whom 
they ſent to rule the Provinces under 
their Juriſdiction; which is no more 
than for a Preacher to inſtruCt the ſub- 
jeds of Ireland, that they muſt not one- 
ly ſubmit to the King, but to all thofe 
whom he ſent to govern them, with the 
power and authoritie of Deputzes, or 
Lord-Lieutenants. 

2. Nay St. Peter, as if he had fore- 
ſcen this objection, takes particular care 
to prevent it, and therefore makes an 
apparent diflerence between that ſub- 
miſſion we owe to Soveraign Princes, 
and that which we owe to Governours 
we mult ſubmit to the King as ſupreme , 
& cmuize, as to him who 15 above all, 
whole power is unaccountable and irre» 
ſiſtible; but zo Governours, as wnto them 
who are ſent by him: whica both 11gnities 
the reaſon of our ſubmiſtion to Gover- 
nours,and preſcribes the bounds and mea- 
{ures of it. 

The. reaſon why we muſt ſubmit to 
Governours, 1s becauſe they are ſent by 
our Prince, they act by his —_— 

an 
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and therefore we muſt ſubmit to, and 
reverence his Authoritie in them. Ir is 
not for their own ſakes, nor for any in- 


herent Authoritie in them, but as they 


receive their power from our Prince. 
And this alſo determines the bounds 
and meaſures of our ſubjection to Go- 
vernours. As that Authoritie, which 
they receive from the Xing, 1s the one- 
ly reaſon why we muſt ſubmit to them 
at all : ſo we muſt ſubmit no longer, 
than that Authoritie laſts ; when ever 
the Prince recalls them , and transfers 
this power to another , we muſt obey 
them nolonger. Nay, ſince we are on- 
ly bound to reverence and obey the au- 
thoritie of our Prince in them, we muſt 
never ſubmit to them in oppoſition to 
our Prince. Our primarie obligation 
is to ſubmit to the Xing, who is our So- 
veraign-Lord, and mutt in no caſes be 
reſiſted; our ſubmiſſion to Governours 
and ſubordinate Magiſtrates is onely a 
part and branch of our dutie to the Xirg, 
as they are-his Officers and Miniſters : 
and therefore it can never be our dutie 
to obey or comply with ſubordinate 
Magiſtrates, but onely when it isan aCt 
of dutie and ſubjeRtion to our Prixce ; 
and certainly it is no att of ſubjetion 
oy 3 to 
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to our Prince to obey ſubordinate Magi» 
irates, when they rebel againſt their 
Prince : for, to 1efiſt a Prince,or to joyn 
with thoſe who do refit him, 1s an 
odde kind of inſtance of our ſubjecion 
to him. This is not to ſubmit to the 
King as ſupreme, nor to Governours, as un 
to thoſe who are jent by him, and receive 
their Authoritie trom him ; but it 1s to 
ſu:mit ro Governours, as the ſupreme 
and foveraign Judges of our Prince, an 
the Patrons and Protefors of the people 
2g2inſt their Prixce ; which 1s dire&ly 
contrarie to St. Peter's DoCQtrine. 

It was no new thing tor the Govern- 
ours of remote Provinces to revolt from 
the obedience of the Roman Emperours, 
and to uſurp a Soveraign and Imperial 
Authoritie to themſelves; and therefore 
St. Peter exprelles their dutie to Go- 
vernours with this caution and limitati- 
on, that though they muſt ſubmit to 
thoſe, whom the Emperour fent to go- 
vern them, yet it muſt be in ſubordina- 
tion tothe Imperial Authoritie, and with 
a reſerve of that more abfolute ſubjeQi- 


on, which they owe to the Emperour 


himſe!f, who 1s their Soveraign Lord, 
While Governours are ſubje&t to the 
Emperour , who is their Lord and Ma- 
pes 1 £ ſter, 
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ffer, we muſt be ſubje&t tothem ; but if 
they rebel, we muſt be ſubjeCt to the 
Emperour till, and oppoſe thoſe, whom 
we were before bound to obey. 

When St. Pezer ſo expreſly com- 
mands them both to ſubmit to the X7g, 
and to ſubmit to Governours, it is im- 
poſſible he could conſider the Xing and 
Governous , as two diſtin and rival 
authorities; for then it might ſo happen, 
that they could not ſubmit to both, it 
ever they ſhould oppoſe each other: and 
therefore when he commands them to 
ſubmit to both, he muſt ſuppoſe them 
to be both one, as the fountain and 
the ſtream is one. The Auchoritie to 
which they muſt ſubmit is but one, it is 
rgnally in the Xing, as in its ſource 
and fountain, and it 1s derived and com- 
municated to Governours; but 1s the 
ſame power ſtill, which as neceſſarily 
depends upon the Xing, as light does up- 
on the Sun ; and therefore when theſe 
powers grow two, when this derivative 
and dependant power ſets up tor it ſelf 
in oppoſition to that power which gave 
it its being, we are delivered from our 
ſubjeQion to it , becauſe it ceaſes to be 
one with that ſoveraign power, to which 
we muſt be ſubjedy 
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Once more. St. Peter commands the 
Chriſtians ro ſubmit to the Xing, and to 
Governours , that is, to the King's Mint- 
ſters, who receive their authority from 
him to govern. But when ſuch perſons 
rebel againſt their Prince who gave them 
authority, they ceaſe to be the Kings Mi- 
niſters and Governours, and therefore 
ceaſe to be ſuch Governours to whom 
the Apoſtle commands ſubmiſſion. We 
are to obey them while they are the 
Kings Miniſters and Deputies; but when 
they aſſume to themſelves an indepen- 
dant power, we muſt ſubmit to them 
no longer, but toour Prince: We may 
and ought to obey our Prince, and thoſe 
Magiſtrates whom he ſets over us, but 
we cannot ſubmit to our Prince and to 


. Rebels; and certainly when men be- 


come Rebels, they are no longer the 
Kings Miniſters, but his Rivals. 
' 3. Itis a very ridiculous pretence al- 
ſo , which has no foundation in St. Pe- 
ter's words , that Governours or ſubor- 
dinate Magiſtrates have power to con- 
rioul or reſiſt their Soverain Prince. 
The Apoſtle tellsus , that the King 'is 
ſupreme; but over whom is heſupreme ? 
certainly over all in his Dominions , ' or 
elſe he is not ſupreme ; and therefore he 
IS 


the S rpreme Powers. 


is ſupreme with reſpe& to ſubordinate 
Magiſtrates, as well as private Subjects ; 
and then they have no more power or 
authority to reſiſt, than any private 
Subject has. For St. Paw! tells us , the 
higher Power is irreſiſtible ; which 
would be a ſtrange Paradox , it every 
little Officer had authority to reſiſt 
him. 

" And yet if men will grant, that it is 
never lawful tor any private man to re- 
{ſt his Prince, it is not worth diſputing, 
whether ſubordinate Magiſtrates may or 
not; for it private men muſt not reſiſt, 
theſe inferiour Magiſtrates cannot, or at 
leaſt they will reſiſt to no purpoſe. He 
may make them private "men again 
when he pleaſes; or however, he muſt 
be an wnfortunare Prince , whom all his 
own Officers and Miniſters conſpire a- 
gainſt; and he muſt be a very weak 


Prince, who has not force and power to. 


oppoſe them. For what does the diſcon- 
tent of the greateſt Minifters ſignifie, 
who can raiſe no forces to oppoſe their 
Prince 2 and yct there are no forces to 
be raiſed, if private men muſt not reſiſt. 
When inferiour Magiſtrates muſt ſub- 
mit, or rebel alone, . (as they muſt do, if 
private men muſt not rebel) whatever 

ett autho- 
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authority they have to controul their 
Prince, they will want force and power 
todoit. And yet-it would be a lewd 
way of burleſquing this Dottrine of 
Nomn-reſiſtance, to make no more of it 
than this, that when St.Paul ſo ſeverely 
threatens damnation againſt thoſe who 
reſiſt, his meaning is, that private Sub. 
Fkas muſt not reſiſt their Prince, unleſs 
they have ſome diſcontented and faQti- 
ous Magiſtrates to head them. 
But how ſhould theſe ſubordinate Go 
vernours come by this power to reſiſt 
their Prixce 2 They mult either have it 
from God, or from their Prince, Not 
from God. For Spverain Princes receive 
their authority from God ; and if God 
have beſtowed the ſupreme and Sove- 
rain Power on the Prixce, it is a contra- 
diction to fay, that he has advanced his 
own Miniſters and Officers above him ; 
which would be to place a ſuperiour 
power over the ſupreme. Nor 1s1t rea- 
fonable to ſuppoſe, that inferiour Mag!- 
ſtrates receive ſuch a power as this from 
their Prince, though it is evident, they 
have no power, but what ow receive 
from him. For notwithſtanding 7ra- 
jans complement, which he never 1n- 
tended ſhould be made a Law for _ 
| lf 
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{elf,or other Soverain Princes ; no Prince 
can give ſuch power as this to a Subject, 
without giving him his Crown. He 
gives away his Soverain power, when he 
gives any Subjett authority to refiſt; he 
ceaſes to bea Soverain Prince,it he makes 
any ,man his Superior : for he cannot 
give away Soverain power , and yet 
keep it himſelf. And it would be a 
hard cafe with Princes, had they as ma- 
ny Judges and Maſters, as they have 
Officers and Miniſters of State. In- 
decd, no Prince without parting with 
his Crown , can grant ſuch an extrava- 
gant power to any Subject : for while he 
continues Soverain, God has made it 
neceſſary to the greateſt Subjects to obey 
and fubmit. For as for Trajar's ſaying 
to one of his Commanders, when he de- 
livered him the Sword , Tſe this for me 
if I govern well, and againſt me if I go- 
vern 211, it only ſignified his fixt reſolu- 
tion to govern well, and that he would 
imploy 1t in no il! ſervices : but it con- 
veyed no more power to him to rebel, 
if he ſhou!d govern ill, than a Father's 
ſaying to his Son, that he ſhould forgive 
his diſobedience, if ever he would prove 
unkind , would juſtifie the diſobedience 
of the Son , if his Father ſhould prove 
WY rags a 
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unkind. The duties of theſe relations 
are fixt by God, and cannot be altered 
by men. A Prince may diveſt himſelf 
of his Kingdom, and royal Power; but 
while he continues Soveraign, he can- 
not give liberty to any man to reſiſt 
him. 

4. There is another objection not on- 
ly to invalidate St. Peters authoritie, 
but to anſwer all the arguments that are 
produced from the doctrine and praCtice 
of Chriſt and his. Apoſtles, to inforce 
this dutie of Non-reſiſtance and ſubjeRi- 
on to Princes; and that is, that theſe 
commands were onely temporarie, and 
obliged Chriſtians while they wanted 
force and power to reſiſt, but do not o- 
blige us, when we can reſiſt and conquer 
TOO. 

I have ſometimes thougat, that this 
objection ought to be aniwered onely 

ah indignation and abhorrence, as an 
| open«contempt of the authoritie of the 
Scriptures, and blaſphemie againſt the 
holy Spirit, by which they were indited ; 
but it may be, it is better to anſwer and 
expoſe it, and let the world ſee, beſides 
the notorious folly of it, how near a kin 
the dodrine of Reſiſtance is to Atheiſm, 
Infidelity, and Blaſphemy. | 
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x. Firſt then I obſerve, that this very 
objeftion ſuppoſes that the doQtine of 
the Goſpel is againſt Reſiſtance; for 
thoſe who evade the authoritie of . the 
Scriptures, by ſaying , that Chriſtians 
were then forbid to refiſt, becauſe they 
wanted power to conquer, mult grant, 
that reſiſtanceis forbid. Which 1s a plain 
confeſſion , that they are conſcious to 
themſelves,that all the arts they have us'd 
to make the Scriptures ſpeak their ſence, 
and juſtifie the DoErine of Reſiſtance, 
willnot do. And therefore when-men 
are once reduced to this laſt refuge, to 
confeſs, that the Scriptures are againſt 
them, if they have any modeſty left, 
they ought never to pretend to the au- 
thority of the Scriptures in this cauſe 
more. And this 1s aſufficient anſwer to 
all men, who have any reverence for 
the authority of the Scriptures, that they 
cannot reſiſt their Prince without diſo- 
beying the plain and expreſs Laws of the 
Goſpel; for he is a bold man, who will 
venture his eternal Salvation, upon plea- 
ding his exemption from any expreſs 
Law. | 

2. I would defire all men who have 
any reverence left for the Religion of 
our Saviour, to conſider ſeriouſly how 

this 
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this pretence does diſparage and weaken 
the authority of the Goſpel, and make 
it a very imperfect, anda very uncertain 
rule of Life, which every man may fic 
and accommodate to his own humour 
and inclinations. ; 

Chriſt and his Apoſtles doin the moſt 
expreſs terms, and under the moit fevere 
penalties, forbid the reſiſtance of Sove- 
raign Princes. But fay theſe men, this 
law does not oblige us now, thoughir 
did oblige the Chriſtians of thoſe days; 
for our circumſtances are much changed 
and altered. The Chriſtians at that 
time were weak, and unable to reſiſt, 
and therefore were taught to ſuffer pa- 
tiently without refiſtance; but thanks 
be to: God, the caſe is not thus now ; 
and therefore we may vindicate our na- 
tural and religious rights and iiberties 

againſt all unjuſt violence. INow ob- 
ſerve what follows from hence : 

r. That the Goſpel of our Saviour 
is a very imperfe& and uncertain rule 
of life; that it abſolutely forbids things, 
which are not abſolutely evil, but ſome- 
times Jawful, withour allowing tor ſuch 
a difference : that it gives general laws, 
which oblige onely at certain times, or 
18 ſome circumitances, without g1Ving 
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any notice in what caſes they do not ob- 
lige ; which is a mightie ſnare to mens 
conſciences, or a great injury to their 
Chriſtian libertie. Ir impoſes this hard 
neceffitie upon them, either to make 
bold with a divine law, if they do re- 
fiſt Tyrannical powers, which is grie- 
vous to a tender conſcience, which has 
any reverence for God ; or to ſuffer in- 
juriouſly, when they need not, had they 
bcen plainly inſtructed 1a their dutie, 
and acquainted in what cafes they might 
rehſt, and in whatnot. AndIthink, 
there cannot be a greater reproach to 
the Goſpel, than to make it ſuch an-im- 
perfect and inſnaring rule. 

2. Nay, this charges Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles with want of ſinceritie in 
preaching the Goſpel ; for either they 
knew , that this Do&rine of Nox» refe- 
ſtance did not oblige all Chriſtians, but 
onelv thoſe whoare weak and unable to 
reſiſt, or they did not. It we fay they 
did not, we charge them with igno- 
rance; it we ſay they did, with diſhone- 
ſte : for it rhcy knew, that all Chriſti- 
ans were not obliged to ſuch an abſo- 
kate ſubjcct;on to Princes, as in no caſe 
to retiit, why did they conceal ſo 1m- 
portant a truth,without ging the leaſt 
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intimation of it ? Did they think this ſo 
ſcandalous a DotQtrine , that! they. were 
afraid or aſhamed to. publiſh! itoro the 
world 2 and can any thing:|:be 4 
Dodtrine of the Goſpel, '.whidh - is 
truly ſcandalous? But was: the -Do» 
Qrine of reſiſtance more ſcandalous, 
than the Doctrine of the Croſs 2- Would 
this have offended Princes, and-make 
them more implacable enemies. to Chri- 
ſtianitie > But would ir not allo have 
made more converts? would not a li- 
bertie to reſiſt the powers, and defend 
themſelves, been a better inducement to 
imbrace Chriſtianitie, than a neceſhitic of 
ſuffering the worſt things tor the Name 
of Chritt > would not this have contri- 
buted very much to the converſion-of 
the whole Jewiſh Nation, who were fond 
of a Temporal Kingdom, had Chrillianrie 
allowed them to caſt off the Roman 
Yoke, and reſtored their ancient hber- 
ties? How ſoon ſhould we have ſeen the 
Crofs in their Banners, and how gladly 
would they have fought under that-vi- 
Ctorious ſigne, under the conduct of 1o 
many wonder - working Prophets ? and 
how ſoon would this have made the Do- 
Grine of Non-refiſtance ulclels and out of 
dare, by making Chriſtians powertul e- 

nough 
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enough to refifl? So that there is no ima- 
inable reaſon, why Chriſt ahd his Apo 
{tle ſhould conceal this Dodrine of the 


lawfulneſs of reſiſting perſtecuting and. 


Tyrananical powers, eſpecially at that 
time, when if it had been lawful, there 
was as much uſe for it, and as great 
reaſon to preach it , as ever there was, 
or ever can be. And therefore we 
muſt either think very ill of our Saviour 
and his Apoſtles, or & knowledge , that 
this is no Golpel-Dodrine, never was, 
and never can be ariy part of the Reli- 
gion of the Croſs. There is no teaſon; 
why Chriſt ſhould at firſt pane Chriſti- 
anity in the world by ſufferings, if- it 


might afterwards be maintained and pro- 


pagated by glorious rebellions. 

3. If this plea be allowed, it weakens 
the Authoritie of all the laws of the 
Goſpel, and leaves men at libertie to di- 
ipence with themſelves, when they fee 
or fancie any reaſon for it. Non-refiſtauce is 
as abſolutely commanded, as any other 
law of theGoſpe!;ur theſe men imagine, 
without any other reaſon , but becauſe 
they would have it fo, that this law one- 
ly concerned Chriſtians in the weak and 
Infant-ſtate of the Church, while they 
were unable to reſiſt. Now ſhou'd 0- 
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ther men take the ſame libertie with o- 
ther laws (and I know no reaſon but 
why they may ) how. caſie were.it to 
expound Chriſtianitie out of the-world 2 
Meekancts, patience, humiline, ſelfdenial, 
contempt of the world, forgiving enc- 
mies, contentment in all conditions, are 
parts and branches. of this ſuffering Re- 
ligion; and may we not with as much 
reaſon ſay, that theſe duties were calcu- 
lated for the afflifted and ſuffeting ſtate 
of the Church, when the profeilion of 
Chriltianitie was diſcouraged in the 
world, and expoſed them x0 the. loſs of 
all things, and therefore made it impoſ- 
ſible for them to: enjoy thoſe pleaſures 
and advantages of life, which other men 
did; but that they,do not more oblige us 
than reſiſtance, now the Church is 
flouriſhing and proſperous? And thus 
men may juſtifie their pride. and ambi- 
tion and covetouſneſs, and may be as ve- 
ry Idolaters of the riches and pleafures 
and honours of the world, as Heathens 
themſelves, when Chriſtianity became 
the Religion of the Empire: .it did indeed 
make too great an alteration in'the hves 
of Chriſtians. But according to this way 
of reaſoning, it made as great an altera- 
tion in Religion it ſelf; at this rate we 
ought 
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ought ro/have two Goſpels, ons for the 
allifted}the other for the proſperous 
ſtate: 06 the Church ; which differ as 
much-asCbriſtianity and Paganiſm in the 
gzeat 'pules of life. But we are hard 
dealewith, that we have but one Goſpel, 
and: that:the Suffering Goſpel ; and for 


my part,:I dare not undertake to make, 


another. Sothat this plea for reſiſtance 
in appoſition te the plain and exprels 
Laws of the Goſpel, in the confequences 
of it, ſtrikes at the very foundations of 
Chriſtianitie, and becomes the mouth of 
none but-an Atheift or an Ivfdel. 

4: 'Fhis is 2 very abſurd pretence , 
thac the Apoſtle forbids the Chriſtians 
af choſe days to reſiſt , onely becauſe 
they were weak, and unable to reſiſt. 
This is a/ great reproach to the Apoſtle, 
asf he were of the temper of ſome men, 


who erouch. and flatter, and pretend - 


great: foyaltic, wheri they are atraid to 
rebel, but gre.-loyal no longer than they 
have an'opportumtie ro rebel. This is 
diftmulation and-flatterie , and incon=- 
ſiſtent: with the 'opett fimplicitie of - the 
Apoſtolick Spirit; bur it is very ſtrange 
that/the Apoſtle thould fo ſeverely fors 
bid refiſtanee, when he knew they could 
not refift. One would think commen 
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Prudence ſhould teach ſuch men/to-be- 
quiet and Subjz& ; and therefore his zeal 
and vehemence would' perfwade; one, * 
that as weak as the Chriſtians were, 
yet in thoſe days they could have reſi- 
ſled. Nay; it is evident, that: there 
were a ſort of men whoin thoſke days 
called 'themſelves Chriſtians, and yet 
<d reſiſt the powers ; ſuch were the 
Gnoſtick Hereticks, who deſpiſed Govern- 


. ment, who were preſumptuous and ſelf- 


willed,and were not afraid to ſpeak evil 
of dignities , 2. Peter 2. 10, Jude v. 8. 
tor to reproach and viliie Government, 
is one degree of reſiſtance ; and no men 
are ſo weak, but they may do thar. 
Nay, though Chriſtians had not power 
enough of their own to have rebelled a- 
gainſt the Roman Government, yet they 
had opportunitie enough to joyn and 
conſpire with thoſe who had, and to 
have made good terms and conditions 
for themſcives. They lived in a very 
factious age, when both Jews and Hea- 
thens were very apt to rebel, and could 
both have promoted and ſtrengthned 
the FaCtion, if they had pleaſed, and 
have grown very acceptable to them by 
doing ſo; and though no man knows 
what the event of any rebellion will = 
RE 7 "til 
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till he tries, yet they might have eſcaped 
as well as other men. This the Apoſtle 
knew,' and this' he - was afraid of, and 
'this he'warns them againſt ; and that 
for ſach reaſons, as plainly ſhew, thar it 
was not 'a meer prudential advice he 
gives them,for that time, but a ſtanding 
Law of their Religion. 

5. For this Doctrine of Nox-reſi/tance 
is urged with ſuch reaſons and argu- 
ments, 2s"are good in all ages of the 
Church, as well when Chriſtians have 
power to reſiſt and conquer, as when 
they havenot. Thus ( 1.) St. Paw in- 
forces this dutie of ſubje&tion to the 
Higher powers, becauſe all powers are of 
Gel 3 Fre powers that be are ordained of 
God; and therefore he that rehſteth the 
powers , refſteth the Ordinance of Go. 
Now if they muſt obey the powers, be» 
cauſe they are from God, Subjettion and 
Non-refiſtance is as much our dutie, when 


we have power to reſiſt, as when we - 


have not ; and is as much our dutie at 
This day , as it was in the time of the 
Apoſtle, if we believe, that God has as 
| 2s a hand in ſetting up Kings now, as 
he had then. 
2. Hetthreatens eternal damnation a- 
gainſt thoſe, who reſiſt : He that reſiſts 
N 3 ſha 
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ſhall receive unto himſelf danmation ; 
which ſuppoſes, that there 1s a 'moral e- 
vil in refiſtance, and therefore that Non- 
reſiſtance is an eternal and unchangeable 
Law : which cannot be true, it it be 
lawful to refiſt, when we can reſiſt to 
ſome purpoſe, when we can reſiſt and 
conquer. Ir is fooliſh indeed to reſiſt a 
Prince, when we have not ſufficient 
force to oppoſe againſt him; but it 
would be a hard cale, if a man ſhould 
perith etenally, for doing an action, 
which is lawtul in it felt, but 1mpru- 
dently undertaken. Theſe men had 
need look well ro themſelves, how law- 
ful ſoever they think reſiſtance to be, if 
every imprudent and unfortunate Rebel 
muſt be damned. 

3. St. Pauladdes, that we mui? needs 
be ſubjeit , not onely for wrath , but alſo 
for Conſcience ſake ; that is,not onely out 
'of fear of men, but out of Conſcience 
of our dutie to Gd. Now tif refiſtance 
were not in its nature finful, it were a 
very prudential Conſideration , not to 
reſiſt tor fear of wrath,that is, for fear of 
being puniſh't by men,if we cannot cqn- 
quer; but there would Le no conſcience 
in the caſe,no ſenceof any dutie toGod ; 
unleſs we think, that Non-reſetance - our 
utiC, 
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duty, when we cannot conquer, and re- 
when.we can, | | 

44-98. Peter tells us, that-this ſabjeQti- 
onto Kings: and Governours is a good 
and 'vertuous ation, and theretore he 
calls. it, we-doing: For jo us the will 
God, that with wel-doing .ye may put to fi- 
dence the ignorance of foolsfh men ; that is, 
by fubautting to: Kings and Governours, 
a5, you have already heard. Now the 
nature, of Vertue and Vice cannot alter 
with the circumſtances of our conditi- 
on; that which is good in one ape, is fo 
manother; which ſhews, that Subje;- 
oz and Nox-refiſtance was not a tempora- 
ry law, and meer matter of prudence, 
but an eſfcatial duty of Chriſtian Reli- 
gion. 

5. For it appears by what he adds, 
that it wasa great credit and reputation 
to Chriſtianity, that it made men quiet, 
peaceable, and governable; By well-doing 
they put to filence the ignorance of foolifh 
men; by their peaceable and. obedient be- 
haviour to theirGovernours,they ſham'd 
thoſe men , who ignorantly reproach't 
the Chriſtian Religion. Now hence 
there are two plain confequents : 
 T. Thar ſubjection to government is a 
thing of very good repute in the world, 
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or elſe it could be no Credit to; Chriſti- 


anity ; and this is - a good-/argument- 
that ſubjection to Govetoamentisa great 
Vertue, becauſe all menſpeak wdll of:iv. 
It is a thing of good report and there» 
fore becomes Chriſtians, 4 Phul.8.. 14” 

2. Ic hence follows alſo, thatfubjeRi>- 
on to Government was a ſtanding Do- 
fine of the Chriſtian Religion, becauſe 
it was the will of God, that they ſhould - | 
recommend Chriſtianity to the world 
by ſubjetion to Princes. But certainly 
God never intended they ſhould put a 
cheat upon the world , and recommend 
Chriſtianity to them, by that, which is 
no part nor duty of Chriſtianity. 

This is abundantly ſufficient to con- 
fute that vain pretence , that the Do- 
Qrrine of Subjetion and Non-refiſtance ob- 
lIiged Chriſtians only , while they were 
unable to refiſt and defend themſelves ; 
and this is enough to ſatisfie us,what the 
Doctrine of the Apoſtles was about ſub- 
jcction to Princes. 

As for their examples, I think there 
was never any diſpute about that. Ir is 


Aufficieatly known, that they. ſuffered 


Martyrdom, asa vaſt number of Chri- 
ſtians in that and ſome following Ages 
did, without either reproaching their 

Gover- 
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Governours, or rebelling againſt them : 
and:this they did, as they taught others 
to doi, . not meerly becauſe they could 
not reſiſt',- but out of duty and reve- 
renee to God, who ſets Princes on 
Thrones, and has given them a ſacred 
and inviolable Authority ; and in imita- 
tion of their - great Lord and Maſter, 
who went as a Lamb to the ſhugh- 
ter , and asa ſheep before the ſhearer is 
dumb,fohe opened not his mouth, 


13g 


286 _ TheCaſe of Reſftenct of 


_—_— | I 


— _ nd CP _= = — 
_ ” ”— FIT” 
\ - 
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An ANSWER to the moſt Po 

 pular Objelions againſt NO N- 
RESISTANCE. 


tions, which are made againſt rhe 
Doctrine of Non-refiſtance ; though me- 
thinks after ſuch plain and convincing 
proof, that Nox-reſiſtance is the DoQtrine 
both of the Old and New Teſtament, 
though witty men may beable to ſtart 
ſome objeftions, yet wiſe and good 
men ſhould not regard them: for no 
objeCtion is of any torce, againſt a plain 
and expreſs Law of God. Indeed, when 
we have no evidence for a thing but on- 
ly Natural Reaſon, and the —_—_ ſeems 
to be equally ſtrong and cogent on both 
ſides, it renders the matter very doubt- 
ful , on which fide the truth lies : but 
when on one ſide there is a plain and ex- 
preſs Revelation of the will of God, and 
on the other ſide ſome ſhew and appea- 
rance of reaſon, I think there can beno 
diſpute 


|| Proceed now to conſider thoſe obje 
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diſpute, which fide we chufe ; unleſs 
any man think tt doubtful, which 1s the 
moft certain and intalhble rule,Seriprure 
or meer' natural regſon. And theretore 
till men can anſwer that Scripture-evi- 
- dence; which't have produced, (which I 
aft not much. concerned gbout , for I 
gueſs it will take them up ſome rime to 
do it) all their other obje&tions, whether 
I could anſwer them or not, {1gmfie no- 
thing at all to tie, and ought to ſignifie 
as little ro aty man, who reverences the 
Seriptures. Burt let us confider their ot- 
jxHons:; for they are not fo formidable, 
that We need be afraid of them. 
"Now T know no body , but will ac- 
knowledge , that in moſt caſes it is the 
diity of Subjets nor to refiſt their Prince; 
but they' only pretend , that this is not 
their duty, when their Prince oppreſſes 
and perſecutes them contrary to Law ; 
when their Lives and Liberties and Pro- 
perties and Religion are all ſecured by 
the Laws of the Land, they fee no rea» 
fon why they ſhould tamely ſuffer a 
Prince to uſurp upon them , why they 
ſhould not defend themſelves againſt all 
unjuſt and illegal violence; and they urge 
ſeveral arguments to prove, that they 
may do ſo ; which may be reduced to 


theſe five, 1.That 
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I. That they are bound by no Law 
to ſuffer againſt Law. 2. That the 
Prince has no authority againſt Law. 
3. That they have a natural right ' 6f 
telf-defence againſt unjuſt violence, 
4 That otherwiſe wedeſtroy the diſtin- 
ction vor phy an abſolute and Timited 
Monarch ; between a Prince whoſe'wil 
.is his Law, and a Prince who is bound 
to govern by Law ; which undermines 
the Fundamental Conſtitution of the 
Engliſh Government. $5. That if re- 
ſiſtance in no caſe be allowed, the mil. 
chiets and inconveniencies to mankind 
may be intalerable. I ſuppoſe it will 
be acknowledged, that theſe five parti- 
culars do contain the whole ſtrength of 
their cauſe; and if I can give a fair an- 
ſwer to them, it muſt either make men 
Loyal, or leave them without cx- 

cule. 
1. They urge , that they are bount 
by no Law to luffer againſt Law. Sup- 
7ulian the A- poſe, asa late Author does, that a Popiſh 
poſtare. Prince ſhould perſecute his Proteſtant 
Subjets in Eng/and for profeſſing the 
Proteſtant Religion which is eſtabliſhed 
by Law ;. By what Law (faies he) muſt 
we die > not by any Law of God ſurely, 
for being of that Religion, which he ap- 
proves, 
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proves, and would have all the-world - to 
embrace, and to hold faſt to the end. Nor 


by the Laws of our Country , yohere Pro-. 


teltancy is ſo far from being criminal, that 
#13 death. to dejert it, and ta turn P apiſt. 
By what Law then 2 by none that I know 
, faies our Author : nor do I know of 
any ;and fo tar we are agreed. But then, 
bath the Laws of God and of our Coun- 
trie, command us not to refiſt.: . and if 
dearh, an-illegal unjuſt death follow up= 
on.that, Icannor help it ; | God and-our 
Countrie muſt. anſwer for\ it. It is a 
wonderful diſcoverie, which\this Author 
has made,. that.when we ſuffer againſt 
Law, we arecondemned by-no.Law to 
dic;; for if we were, we could got ſaffer 
2gainſt Law : -and it is as wonderful an 

argument he uſes to prove,that.we ma 

retiſt, when we are perſecuted:-again 
Law, becauſe weiare condemned by no 
Law to die ;\\ which is ſuppoſed: in the 
very queſtion, and is neither. more nor 
leſs, than to'affirm the thing which he 
was. to prove. We may reſiſt a, Prince 
who perſecutes againſt Law, becaufe we 
are condemned by no Law, that is, be- 
cauſe he perſecutes againſt Law. This 
proves indeed, that we ought not to die, 
when we are condemned by-no Law to 
die, 


TIN 


£go 


The Caſe of Reſiflence of 

die ; -but whether we.mey. preſerveour 
ſelves from an unjuſt and. vidtent death 
by refiſting a periecuting Prince 4 35:8 . 
nother queſtion. 15.1% 0304 ev 

z,-Ic45 urged , (thata Prince has:no0 
authotitic againſt Law 3" Z7here ts no an-. 
thority exearth above the Law, -mugh iteſs 


. ayainſt it. ' It is Murder to put a-max''\to 


death againſt Law ; andl if they kyew who 
had aathority to commit: open;' bare-faced, 
and downright Murders, this dired 
them where to pay their Paſfroe Obedience ; 
but if would be the borrideſt ſlander 'in 
the world to:ſay , | that. any fuck . power 
lodged in the Prerogative'; as todeſtroy 
men <ontraty to Law. 0083120 at 
Now | perfectly agree with them-in 
this alſo, that a Prince has nojuſt and 1c- 
g4l anthoritic to a&t againſt Law ;: that 
i he knowingly. perſecure any Subje&t 
to death contrary ro-Law,: he is 2 Murs 
derer, and that no Prevce has: any ſuch 
Prerogative to commit open, bare-faced 
and downtight murders. \:But what fol 
tows from hence? docs it .heneg follow, 
therefore we - may : refiſt: ;:and! oppoſe 
them, if they do? This Labfolutely de- 
nie ; becauſe God: has"exprefly oom- 
manded us not to refit : And T1-fee no 


inconſiſtegcic berweeatheſe rwo: propo- 
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ſitions, that a Priace has no Legal Autho- 
ritie to perſecute againſt Law, and yer 
chat he muſt not be refiſted, when he 
does. Both the Laws of God, and the 
Laws' of our Countrie, fuppoſe theſe 
two to be very confiſtent. For not- 
withſtanding the poſſibilitie, that Prix- 
ces. may abuſe their power,and tranſgreſs 
the Laws, whereby they — to go- 
vern ;' yet they Command in 
no-'cafe to reſiſt : and it is not ſfafficient 
to juſtifie reſiſtance, if Princes do, what 
they have no juſt Authoritie to do, un- 
lefs we have alſo a juſt Authoritie to re- 
ſiſt. He, who exceeds the juſt bounds 
of his Authoritie,is lyable to be called to 
an account for it ; bur he'is accountable 
ondly to thoſe, who have a ſuperior au- 
thoritic to call him to an acconnt. No 
power whatever is accotmtable to an in- 
teriour ; for this is a contradi&ion to the 
very notion of Power, and deſtrudive 
of «alt Order and Government. Infe- 
riour ' Magiſtrates are on all hands ac- 
knowledged to be lyable ro give an ac- 
count of che abuſe of "their power; but 
to:whom muſt they give an account 2 
not'to their inferiours; not to the peo» 
ple, whom they are to Govern, bat ro 
ſuperiour Magiftrates, 'or to-the Sove- 
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raign Prince, who governs all. Thus 
the Soveraign Prince may exceed his Au- | 
thoritie, and is accountable for it to a 
ſuperiour power ; but becauſe he has no 
ſuperiour power on earth, he cannot be 
reſiſted by his own SubjeQts,but muſt be 
reſerved to the Judgement of God, who 
alone is the Xing of Kings. To juſtifie 
our reſiſtance ot any power, there are 
two things tobe proved. 1. That this 
power has exceeded its juſt Authoritie, 
2. That we have Authoritie to reſiſt. 
Now theſe men indeed prove the firſt ve- 
ry well, that Princes, who are to govern 
by Law, exceed their legal Authoritic 
when they perſecute —_ Law : but 
they fay not one word of the fecond 

that Suabjefts have authoritie to reſiſt 
their Prince, who perſecutes againſt 
Law ; which was the onely thing, that 
needed proof :. but this is a hard task, 
and therefore they thought it more ac- 
viſeable to take it for granted, .than to 
attempt to prove.it, They fay indeed, 
"that an inauthoritative alt , which carries 
no obligation at all, cannot oblige Subjefts 

to le Now this is manifeſtly 


ttve obedience; for Tam not bound to do 
an ull thing, or an illegal aftion, becauſe 


my 
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þ ehiniands'me; but if th 

"OBeFrencd; it is as manifeſt- 

ly wt for 3th prey to obey ; chit 
efrock to reſj yen ny when'he 


EE neſt infra vis Vio- 
''Nzy, inks falſe and abfurd today, 
thar'ev = 35 af. inauthoritative 
af which carries ho obligation with it, 
This erate tothe 'prattice of all 


buntdnt Fuicatires,' and the daily ex- | 


*richee of men; who faffer in their 
ives, bodies,-of eftates by an unjuſt and 
iltegal” {eritence. Every Judgement 
cont##rrer5che traemeant! of A law, 
is in 'fHat fence, illepaly and yet fuch il- 


leah] pements' have Ghr- Authoritie 
and oblipation, till they are reſcinded by 
ane” het Authoritie. ' This is the 


to- ſuperiour Courts, to redtifie illegal 
NN ares and reverſe illegal Judge- 
ments; 'which ſappoſes that tuch illegal 


_as have authoritie, till they are made 


null and 'void by a higher power : and if 
- powers from whence lies no 
?cottfirm and ratific an unjuſt and 

tence; it carries ſo much autho- 


All 
ritie and obligation with it;that the inju- 
red perfor tins no-redreſs, but muſt pa- 

O tiently 
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tiently ſubmit.;. and chus-it muſt necef 
farily be, or there can be no end of di- 
ſputes, nor any order and Government 
in/humane Societies. | 
And this:is a plain demonſtration, 
that though the Law be the rule accor- 
ding to which Princes ought to exerciſe 
their authoritie and power, yet the au- 
thoritie 1s.not in. Laws; but in Perſoxs ; 


for otherwiſe whyis not a ſentence pro- 


nounced according to Law by # private 
perſon, of as much Authoritie, as a ſen- 
tence pranounced by a Judge? how 
does an illegal ſenxence pronounced by 
a Judge, come to have any-Authoritie 2. 
for a ſentence contrarie ta Law, cannot 
have the Authoritie, of the Law. Why 
is a legal or: illegal ſentence reverſible, 
and alterable, when pronounced by one 
Judge, and, irreverſible and unalterable,, 
when pronounced by another 2 For the. 
Law is the ſame, and the ſentence 1s the 
fame, either according to Law or againſt 
it, whoever the Judge be; but it ſeems 
the Authoritie of the Perſons is not the. 
ſame, and that makes the diflerence ; fo- 
that there is an Authoritie in Perſons , 
in ſome ſence diſtin& from the Authori- 
tie of Laws, nay fuperiour 'to it. . For. 
tere1s ſuch an Authoritie, as, though it; 

| cannot 
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cannot make an iNlegal att legal, yet, 
tan and oftet does make an illegal at 
binding and obligatorie to the Sut+ 
&*&s, when pronounced by a competent 
Judge. A ” 

It it be ſaid, that this v authoritie 
is owing ro the law , which appoints 
Judges and Magiſtrates tq decide cons 
troverſies, and orders apptals from in- 
feriour to ſuperiour Courts: I' would 


onely ask one ſhott queſtion; Whether 


Lad 


the law gives authoritie to any perſon to 
judge contrarie to law. 'IF it does not, 
then all illegal*a&s are null and void; 
and lay no obligation on' the Subject : 
and yet this is TE Accor- 
ding to the known PraQtice of all the 
known Governments in the- world. 
The moſt illegal Judgement is valid, till 
it be reverſt by ſome eo rm Power ; 
and the Judgement of ' the ſupreme 
power, thowgh never fo illegal, can be 
repealed by no authoritie bur its own. 
And yet it abſurd tofay, that the law 
gives any man authoritie to Judge con- 
frarie to law: for, to be ſure, this is be- 
ſides the end and intention of the law. 
Whence theri does an ilfegal aft or Judge- 
ment derive its authoritie and obligati- 
on? 'the anſwer is plain, It is from the 
O 2 autho- 
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authoritie of the Perſow, whoſe a& or 
Judgement ix 1s. W | 

It will be of great uſe to. this contro- 
verſie,to make this plain and obvious ts 
every underſtanding ; which therefore [ 
thalt endeavour, to do, as briefly as may 


1, Then, I obſerve, that there muſt 
be a perſonal power and authoritie an- 
tecedentito.all civil laws, | For there can 
be no laws without a Law-maker, and 
there can be no Law-maker, unleſs there 
be one or ;more perſons: inveſted with 
the power, of, Government, of which 
making laws is one branch. , For a law 
is nothing elſe, but the publick and decla- 
red will. and, command of the Law- 
maker , whether he be the: Soveraign 
Prince, or.the People. Wa 

2. And hence it neceſſarily follows, 
that a Soveraign Prince dots, not receive 
his authoritie trom the laws, but laws 
receive their authoritie from him. We 
are often indeed minded of what B R 4- 
CTON fſaies, LEX FACIT RE- 
GEM, that the law makes the King ; 
by which that great Lawyer was far &+ 
novgh from. underſtanding ,. that the 
King receives his Soveraign power from 
the law; for the law has no authoritie, 

nor 


.-; 
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not can. giveany, 'but what .it receives 


from the XKivg ; andrheft it 15-4 wonders: 


ful riddle, how the King ſhould receive 
his authoritie from the. aw; But when 
he faies, The Law makes'the King , he di- 


ftinguiſhes a Xing from a/Tyray?, and his. 


— is, that to Govern by laws, 
makes a Soverarign Prince a King, as 
King ſignifies a Juſt and equal and be- 
neficial power and authoritie ; as ap= 
pears from the reaſon he gives for it, 
Non efþ enim Res, ubi domivatur voluntas, 
& non lex ; He is no (King, who Go- 
verns by arbitrarie will, and not by 
law : not that he is no Soveraign Prince, 
but heis a Tyrant and not a King. 

3- And hence it evidently follows , 
that the' being of Soveraigi Power is in- 
dependent on laws ; that is, as a Sove- 
raign Prince does not receive his power 
from the law, fo, ihould he violate the 
laws by which he is bound to Govern, 
yer he does not forfeit his power. He 
breaks his faith to God and to-his Coun- 
trie, but he is a Soveraige Prince till. 
And this is in effe&t acknowledged by 
theſe men; who 1o freely confeis, thar 
let a Prince be what he will , though 
he trample upon all laws, and exerciſe 
an arbitrarie and illegal authoritie, yet 
| O 3 tus 
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his perſon is ſacred and inviolable, and ir- 
reſiſtible; he muſt not be touch'd nor op» 
poſed. And allow that ſaying of David 
to be Scripture ſtill, bo can ſtretch forth 
bis hand againft the Lord's Anointed, and 
be guiltief > Now what is it, that 
makes the perſon of a King more in- 
violable and unaccountable* than other 
men? Nothing, that I know of, but his ſa- 
cred and inviolable authoritie : and there- 
fore it ſeems, though he att againſt law , - 
yet he is a Soveraign Prince, and the 
Lord s Anointed (till ; or elfe I fee no 
reaſon, why they might not deſtroy his 
perſon alſo. And” yet if nothing but 
an inviolable and unaccountable authori- 

| tie can make the Perſon of the King in- 
violable and unaccountable, I would 
gladly know, how it becomes lawful to 
reſiſt his authoritie, and unlawful tore- 
ſiſt his Perſon. I would deſire theſe 
men to tell me, whether a Soveraign 
Prince ſignifies the natural Perſon, or 
the Authoritie of a King; and if todiveſt 
him of his authoritie,be to kill the Xing, 
why they may not kill the man too, 
when they have killed the Xing. Thus 
when men are forc't to mince Treaſori 
and Rebellion, they always ſpeak Non- 
ſeriſe, Thoſe indeed who reſiſt = aus 
; y Y thori- 
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thoritie of their Prince, but ſpare his Per- 
Jon, da better than thoſe, who kill himg 
but thoſe who affirm, that his Perſon 6 
as reliſtible and' accountable as his Ai 
thoritie, ſpeak more conſiſtently with 
wes and the Principles of Rebel 
on. 

4- And aencelI ſuppoſe, it plainly ap- 
pears;that every illegal at the Xing does, 
15 not an inauthoritative AA, but laies an 
obligation on Subjedts to yeild, if not an 
aftive, yet a paſſrve obedience. For the 
King receives not his Soveraign Autho- 
ritie from the Law , nor does he forfeit 
his authoritie by breaking the law ; and 
therefore he is a Soveraigy Prince ſtill; 
and his moſt illegal a&ts, though they 
have not the authoritie of the law, yer 
they have the Authoritie of Soveraign 
Power, which is irreſiſtible and unac- 
countable. 

In a word, it does not become any 
man who can think three conſequences 
off, to talk of the authoritie of laws in 
derogation to the authoritie of the So- 
veraign power. The Soveraign power 
made the laws, and can repeal th:m 
and” diſpence with them, and make 
new laws ; the onely power and autho- 
ritie of the laws is in the power, which 
O 4 can 
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cart make and execute Laws. - Sove- 
Traign Power is infeparable from the 
Perſon of %' Soveraign Prince: ' and 
though. the exerciſe of 1t may be regu- 
lated by Laws, and that Prince does ves 
ry ill, who having conſented to ſuch a 
regulation, breaks the Laws ; yet when 
he aQts contrarie to Law, ſuch aCts car- 
rie Soveraign and irreſiſtible Authoririe 
with them, white he continues a Sove- 
Taign Prince. | 

But if it be poſſible to convince all 
men how vain this pretence of Laws is, 
to juſtifie Reſiſtance or Rebellion againſt 

a Prince , who perſecutes without or” a- 
gainft Law , I ſhall only ask two plairi 
queſtions. 

+ 1. Whether the Laws of God and 
Nature be not as facred and inviolable as 
the Laws of our Country ? if they be, 
(and methinks no man ſhould dare fay 
that they are not) why may we not as 
well reſiſt a Prince , who perſecutes us 
againſt the Laws of God and Nature, as 
one,who perſecutes againſt the Laws of 
our Countrey 2 is not the Prince as 
much bound to obſerve the Laws of 
God and Nature, as the Laws of his 
Country? if fo, then their diſtinCtior 
between ſuffering with and againſt Law 
Ws fgnifies 
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Fpnifies nothing. ' Far- all men, -who 
| ſuffer for well-doing, ſuffer againſt Lak 
For by the Lawsot God, and the natu- 
ral ends of humane Government, fuch 
men ought to be'rewarded, and not pu- 
niſhe. - Nay , they ſuffer contrarie to 
thoſe: Laws, which commanded;themto 
do'that good, tor which they ſatier. 
Thus the Chriſtians 1tuttered under Pa- 
gan Emperors, for worſhipping one ſu- 
-preme God, and refuſing to worſhip the 
nurherous Goels of the Heathens; and 
Therefore, according to theſe principles, 
might have juſtified a Rebelhon againſt 
thoſe unjuſt - and perſecuting powers ; 
but the Apoſtles would not allow this 
to be a juſt cauſe of. refiſtance, as T have 
already thewn you ; and yer Iconfeſs I 
am ro ſeek for the reaſon of this ditle- 
rence, why we may not. reſiſt a Prince, 
who perfecutesgpgainſt the Laws of God, 
as wellas him, who perſecutes againſt the 
Laws of England. © 

' -2, My other queſtion. is this, Whether 
a Prince: have any more authority to 
make wicked and perſecuting Laws,than 


ro-perfecute without Law 2: Thieſe men 7.1;an Apo- 
zell us, that if Paganiſm or Popery were late 

eſtabliſhed by Law; they were bound-to 
_ tuffer paticgtly for their Religion, with- 


out 
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out reſiſtance ; _ =» ory i, and 
Proteſt ts the Religion o Nati- 
On, neg not bound to ſuffer , but 
may defend themſelves, when they are 
condemned by no Law. | But if we exa- 
mine this throughly, it is a very weak 
and trifling Cavil. For what authoritie 
has a wicked and perſecuting Law ? and 
who gave it this authoritie? what au- 
thorite has any Prince-to make Laws a- 
gainſt the Laws of God? if he have no 
authoritie, then it is no Law ; and then 
to makea wicked Law to perſecute good 
| men, is the ſame thing, as to perſecute 
without Law, nay as to perſecute a» 
gaiofſt Law. The pretence for reſiſt= 
ance is, when the Prince perſecutes with- 
out authority. Now I fay, a Prince has 
No more authoritie to make wicked per- 
ſecuting Laws, than to perſecute with- 
out Law. Should a _ Prince pro- 
cureall our good Laws for the Proteſtant 
Religion to' be repealed, ,and eſtabliſh 
Popery by Law , and make it death not 
to be a Papift, he would have no more 
real authoritie to do this, than to per- 
ſecute Proteſtants without repealing the 
Laws. A Soverain and unaccountable 
power will juſtifie both,ſo as to make re- 
fiſtance unlawful ; but if it —_— 
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ſtifie both, it can juſtifie neither. For a 
Prince -has no more authoritie to make a 
bad Law, than to break a good one; fo 
that this principle will lead them a great - 
deal farther than they pretend to; and 
let the Laws of the Land be what they 
will; in time they may come to think 
it a juſt-reaſon for Rebellion , to pull 
down Axtichrift, and to ſet up Chrift Fee 
ſus upon tliis Throne. This I hopeis a 
ſufficient anſwer to the two firſt objeQti- 
ons, That we are bound by noLaw to 
ſuffer againſt Law:;* And that the Prince 
has no authoritie againſt Law. 
'3- The next objeQtion is, that they 
have a natural right of /e/f- / 6 rey 
apd ſelf-defence inſt unjuſt and illegal 
Violence: This very pretence was made 
great uſe of to wheadle people into this 
nn Confpiracie. Thoſe who were em- 
oyed 'to'prepare and diſpoſe men for 
Jion , askt them , whether they 
a not defend themſelves , if any 
man came to cut their throats: this they 
readily faid they-would : when they had 
gained this point; they askt them, wht 
ther they did not value their Liberties, 
as much as their Lives; and whether 
they -would nor defend them alſo. And 
thus they ng have proceeded toany 
part 
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part of their Liberties, if they had plea- 
{cd ; for they havethe ſameright to any 
part, as to the whole , and thus ſelf-de- 
fence would at laſti reach to the ſmalleſt 
occaſion of diſcontent or jealouſie, or 
diflike of Publick Government. 

Now in anſwer to this,I readily grant, 


that every man has a natural right to 
preſerve and defend his life by all law- 


" ful means;bur we muſt not think every 


thing lawful , which we have ſtrength 
and power and opportunity to do; and 
therefore. to give a full anſwer to this 
plea, let us conſider, al” 
T. That ſelf-defence was never allow- 


' &d by God or Nature againſt publick 


authority, but only againſt private vio- 
lence. There was a time,when Fathers 
had the power of life and death over 
their own Children ; now I would only 
ask theſe men, whether if a Son at that 
time ſaw his Father coming to kill him, 
and that as he thought very unjuſtly, he 
might kill his Father to defend himſelf, 
Tins never was allowed by the moſt bar- 
barous Nations in. the world ; and yet 
it may be juſtified by this principle of 
ſelf-defence, as it is urged by thoſe men ; 
which is a plain argument that it is falſe. 
It is an expreſs Law , that he that uh 
| tet 
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teth his Father or ks Mother ſhall be ſure- 
ly put to death , 2.1 Exod. 15. and yet 
then the power of Parents wasreſtrain- 
ed by publick Laws. And the authori- 
tie of a Prince is not leſs facred than of 
a Parent ; he's God's Miniſterand Vice- 
gerent , and Subjets are expreſly for- 
bid to reſiſt ; - it iSa vain —_ to 
pretend a natural right againſt vhe . ex- 
preſs Law of God. Gs graph 

\ 2. For the ſale power of the Sword 
is inthe King's hands , and therefore no 
private man can take the Sword jin his 
own defence but by the King's authori- 
tie, and certainly he cannot. be preſu- 
med to give any man authoxitie to. uſe 
the Sword again(t himſelf. And there- 
ore Wk. tells foo + ”—_ tees 
the Sword ſpall peri the Oword. ; 
who draws the El againſt the lawful 
powers, deſerves todie by it. 

_. 3- We may conſider alſo, . that it is 
an external Law, that private defence 
muſt give place to the publick good. 
Naw. he that takes Arms to defend his 
own life and ſome few others, involyes a 
whale Nation in blood and confuſion, 


and occaſions the. miſerable ſlaughter of. . 


more men, than along ſucceſſion of Ty- 
rangs could deftroy. Such men facrifice 
many 
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many-thoufand lives, both of friends 
and enemies , the happineſs and proſpe- 
rity of many thouſand Families, the 
publick peace and tranquillity of the Na- 
tion, to 4 private ſelt-defence ; and if 
this be the Law of Nature, we may 
well call Nature a ftep-mother, that has 
armed us toour own ruine and confufi- 
on | 


4. And therefore we may farther ob- 
ſerve, that Non-reſiſtance and ſubjeQtion 
to government, is the beſt way for eve- 
ry mans private defence. Our Atheiſtt- 
cal Politicians, who know no other Law 
of nature, but ſelf-defence, make this 
the Original of humane Societies ; That 


it is. a, voluntarie combination for ſelf- 
defence. For this reaſon they fet up 
Princes and Rulers over them, and put 
the power of the ſword into their hands, 
that they may adminiſter Juſtice, and 
defend their Subjets from publick and 
private violence : and they are certain- 
ly fo far in the right, that publick Go- 
vernment 1s the beſt fecuritie not onely 
of the publick peace, but of every mans 
private intereſt; nay it is ſo, though 
our Prince be a Tyrant, as I have al- 
, ready ſhewn you, that no Government 
can be ſecure without an irreſiſtibleand 
Geth IT 
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vnaccountable power: - So that the na- 
tural right rd ſo far _ 
juſtifying R againſt Princes, 
FA ablolugely condemns it, as deſtruative 
of the beſt and moſt effetual means to 
preſerve ourſelves: for though by Non- 
reſiſtance a man may expoſe his life 'vo- 
the furie of a Tyrant, fo he may looſe 
kis life in. any other way of defence; but: 
publick Government isthe beſt and ſu- 
reſt defence, and rherefore to reſiſt pub- 
lick Government, is to deſtroy the beſt 
- means of ſelf-defence. | nr 
5. However, this principle of ſelf-de- 
ſence, to be ſure, cannot juſlifiea Rebel- 
lion, when mendo not ſuffer any a&tualt 


violence ; and therefore thoſe men who 


were drawr into this late Conſpiracie, 
when they faw no bodie attempt cutting. 
their throats, when 'they ſaw none of. 
their liberties invaded, were ſo well-pre-- 


pared to be Rebels, that they needed no 


arguments to perſwade them to it. 

4- The next objetion againſt the Do-- 
arine of Nor-refiſtance is this, That it 
deſtroys the diflerence between an ab- 
ſolute and limited Monarchy, between 
' 2 Prince whoſe will is his Law, 'and a 
Prince, who is bound to govern by Law ; 
which undermines. the Foundamentat 


CONe 


20F. 


hos 


The oe mend 


conſtitution of the Pnjzlifh'Gaveraavnt 


Tf: this were true /*Þ corfels; iOuwere:'n 


vety hard caſe tor 'the Mimiſtersof ge 
Ghilteh/of: = who' muſtweiting 
preach-up' ce,” condrarie iroithe 
Eaws of | the Goſpeh, und-rlupdenwand 
prattice of the Chriſtian @harehujrs&l 
Ajes, orimuſt preach-bp Norvrelifiance, 
to'the-deftruQtion*of the Goverhitietc 
neder which they live; 'but thanks be to 
God; this is not true» For the diflerende 
between an: ablohite and- 4imived-Mo- 
narchy, is not, that reffſtanes isunlawfal 
i one caſe; and lawful in'anothers for a 
Monarch, the exerciſe of- whoſe power is 
limited and iregulared;by Laws,” is/as ir- 
reſiſtible,:as rhe moſt abſolute Monureh, 
whoſe will s His Law ; 'and-if che were 
not, 1 wauld: ventare to ſay, :rhatithe 


moſb:abſolute and 'Deſpotick Govern- 


mentt;is more for the publick good, thart 


© a limited Monareby. - -- + 51 4ue 


But the difference lievin this: thavan 
abſaluats Monarch -is-under-the-Govern- 
ment'of no-Law; 'but his own will zihe 


' can make ant-repeal Laws-at his plea- 


ſure,” without asking the conſent of a- 
ny of his Subjects ; he'can impolſe-what 


© Twees he pleaſes;-andisinotzied yp to 
: fridd: Rules and formalities of wo 
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the execution of Juſtice ; but it is quits 
contrarie in a limited Monarchy, where 
the excerciſe of Soveraign Power is res 
gulated by known and ing Laws, 
which the Prince can neither make nof 
repeal without the conſent of the people. 
No aan can looſe __ Life ins Eſtate withs 
out a legal proceſs and Tryal; rio Monies 
«an ber feg, nor any Taxes MH 

on the Subject, but by Authority of Par- 
lament; which makes the cife of Sub» 
= differ very much from thoſt, who 

ive under att Arbitrary Pritice. 

No; you will fay, the cafe is juſt the 
fame: tor what do Laws fignifie, whert 
a Pritice muſt not be reſiſted, though 
he break theſe Laws, and Govern by ar 
-Atbitrarie and Lawleſs will 2 He may 
make himſelf as abſolute, as the Great 
Turk of the , Whenever he pleaſes; 
for what ſhould hinder him, when all 
men's hands are tied by this DoCtrine of 
Non-refiſtance > Now it ruſt be ac> 
knowledged, that there is & poſlibilitic 
for ſuch 4 Pririce to Govern arbitrarily, 
and to trample upon all laws; and yet 
the difference between an abſolute and 
| limited Monarchy is vaſtly great. 

x. For this Prince, though he may 
Make his will a Law to himſelf, _ 
- > the 


The Caſe of Reſiſtance of 

the onely rule of. his Governmeat,, yet 
he cannot makes the Law of the, Land; 
he may break Laws, but he can neither 
make nor repeal them; and therefore he 
can never alter the frame and conſtituti- 
on of the Government, though ane may 
at preſent ,interrupt; the regulac-aguy 
niſtration of it >;and this isa great fecus 
ritie to poſteritie, and a prelent reſtraint 
uponhimſelf.-., : TE | TAY {( ( 
' 2. Forit is a mightie uneaſc. thingto 
any Prince, to govern contrarie. ta 
known Laws. He, offers - great;and 
conſtant violence. to himſelf, as hecdoes 
to his Subjects. _He:cannot raiſe: mony, 
nor impoſe any ,Taxes.without the; cone 
ſent. of his Subjects, nor take'away. any 
man's life withputa legal Txyal:-( which 
an abſolute Prince, may. do')\ but her is 
guiltie of rapine.and murder,1gnd feels 
the ſame rebukes in his own;mgigd, for 
{uch illegal actions, though bis impoſiti= 
ons be but reaſonable and mggerate, and 
he put no man ta death, but who very 
well deſerves.it, that an abſolute. 7yrant 
does for the moſt barbarous-opprefſions 
and cruelties. The breach-of,his Oath 
to God, and his promiſes and 'engage- 
ments to his Subjects, makes the excer- 
ciſe of ſuch. an arbitrarie power very 

trouble-- 
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troubleſome*#and thoughts Sabjetts afe 
bound. not ro reſiſt, yet tisoWn guilty 
fears will not ſuffer hiymni'tp be tecure: 
and arbitratie Power 'is'not "fo luſcious 
a thing, as'to tempr teh 46' forfeit all 
the cafe and pleaſure and'feuritic of 
Governtnent, for the ſake of4r.* © © 


4. Though Subjeas miſt "nor Yefft 


ſuch a Prince, who violates the Laws,of 
his Kingdomy yet they ar@ndt bound 
obey him, nor to ſerye hit jn his uſtre. 
pations. Subjefts are botrnid'ts' obey an 
abſolute Monarch, andt&Terve His will 
in lawful things, thobs ghthey be hard 
and grievous ; but in'# fnrifed Monarchy, 
which is governed by Laws,”Sybjefts: 

bound 't6 yeild an adtive obedience otie- 
ly according to Law," though they pl 
bound nor rg reſiſt, wheri'they ſuffer a- 
gainſt Law.” ' Now'"it & mighty un- 
eaſy thing tothe greateſt Ty-ayt, to go- 
verrn-always by force; ant no' Prince in 
a limited *Monarchy'can make- himſelf 
abſolute, 'unifels his 'own'Stibjefts afhiſt 


him tods ſo: 


4. And yet it is very darigerous far | 


any Subject to ſerve his Prixce contrary 
to Law. ' Though the Prince himſelf is 
unaccountable and irrefiſtible , yet- his 
Miniſters may be called to an _—_— 
T3 2c 
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and be puniſt't: for'it ; /arid the' Prince 
may think fit to look on quietly, and 
ſee it done : 'or:if they eſeape-at: preſent, 
yet it may be time-enoughto ſuffer'for 
1t under the next Prixce'; which we ſee 
by experience'makes all 'men wary how 
they ſerve. their Prince dgainſt Law. 
None but perſons of deſperate-fortunes 
will do this bare-fac't ;and thoſe are not. 
always to be:met with, aadas feldom 

fit-to be employ'd. "MAf9W ..- of 

5. And therefore 'we.:may- obſerve, 
that by the 'fundamental- Laws: of our 
Government, as the Prime maſt: Go- 
vern by Law, fo heis irreſiſtible : which | 
ſhews, that our wiſe Law-makers did 
not think,” that Nox - refiſtance' was de» 
ſtruQtive of a limited Moxarchy. 

6. And in this long ſucceſſion of 
Princes 1n this Xingdom, there has been 
no Prince that has caſt off the Authori- 
ty of Laws, or uſurpt an abſolute and 
arbitrary Power: which ſhews how vain 
thoſe fears are, which diſturb the fancies 
and imaginations of Rebels, if they be 
not pretended onely to diſturb the pubs 
lick Peace. | | 

7. Now-refiſtance is certainly the beſt 
way to prevent the change of a limited 
into an abſolute Monarchy. The Laws 

of 
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of Evg/end have made ſuch an admirable 


provjtzon for the honoux and proſperqus 
Goyernment. of the, Prince, and the ſe- 
curity; of the Subject, that the: Xings of 
England have as little temptation to de- 
{ug ta.be abſolute, while their Subjetts 
are ; obedient and.govertable, as their 
SubjeAs have, that they ſhould be fo. 
nd if ever our Kings attempt to make 
themſelves abſolute ( which thanks be 
to God, we have no proſpett of yet) ir 
will be, owing to the faQtious ial traitee 
rqus: diſpoſitions of Subje&ts. When 
Subjeds.once learn the trade of murder- 


10g Princes,” and rebelling againſt them, 


> 


It 1s. time; then . for Princes to look to. 
th-mſelves ;- and if ever our poſterity 


ſhould ſuffer under ſo unhappy a change 
of Government, they will have reaſon 
far. ;ever to curſe the Fanatick. rage and 
fury of. this Age ; and the belt way to 


remoyethat ſcandal, which has been al- 
.ready..given-to Princes, is by a publick 
Profeſiion and: praftice of this great Go- 


\pey Jury. of Non-reſiſtance... -. ; 
The laſt objeCtion againſt Non-re- 


ſiſtance is this, that if reſiſtance in no 


caſe be allowed, the miſchicts and in- 
;cQgyeniences. to Mankind may be into- 
krable. To which I ſhall briefly return. 
; - theſe followinganſwers. P 3 I. 
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1. That bare Poſſibilities are no ar- 
eiment” apainſti.-any thing. "For that 
which may; be;may not be; arid: there 
is-nothing/in this world , how-good or 
uſeful or. neceffary ſoever it bein'its ſelf, 
but-may poſlibly-be attended with very 
gfeat 'inconvemences 4 and if we muſt 
reje& that whictv is good anduſeful init 
ſelf, forthe ſgke of ſome poſſible in- 
conveniences, ' 'which may attend it, 
we muſt condemn the very: beſt things. 
Modeſty and/ Humility ,” Juftiee, and 
Temperance;/afe "great and excellent 
Vertues; and yet we may liveiifuch an 
age, whentheſe Vertues ſhall ' beggar a 
man,and expolehim to contempt. Mer-' 
cy and Clemency is a noble quality in 
a Prince, and'yer'it is poſſible, thar the 
Clemency of a-Prince may ruine him, 
and he may ſpare Traitors Lives , till 
they take away his. Marriage is -a 
Divine Inſtitution, which contributes as _ 
much to the happineſs and comfort of 
humane lite, as any one thing in this 
world ; and yet it may be you cannor 
name any thing-neitzer , Which many 
times proves to great a plague and curſe 
to'Mankind. - Thus Non-refiſtance is a 
g'eat andexcellent duty-, and abſolute- 
iy nec2{lary to the peace' and order and 
| 4: .good 
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goof government. of - the world ;;but 
yet abad. bacines may take the advantage 
of iti, toy a great deal of miſchief: 
And what gl 
Nonereſiſtance isno duty, becauſe it may 
poſlibly. be attended-. with, evil conſe= 
| PDEs; 2 then you can-hardly nameany” 
g, which is our duty ; for the moſt 
pan Vertues may. at:one time / or 
other expoſe us, to;very great inconve= 
niences ; but when they gg.ſo, we muſt 
not deny them to be qur duty, becruſe 
we ſhall ſaffer by it ;// but -muſt-bear» 
our ſufferings patiently, and expe&F our! 
reward from God.. Andyet that there: 
is not ſo much danger in Non-reſiſtance,: 


as theſe men would per{wade the world, 


I hope-appears from my: anſwers to the 
laſt objection. vil 


2. When we talk of i inconveniences; 


we. muſt; weigh the; ngonveniences/on 


both ſides, and conſider: which aregrea-. 
teſt, \. We may ſufler, great igconvent-' 
ences. -Y Non-reſiſtante i when! our: 
Mg wy ns to-prove a, Tyrant; but: 

uffer fewex inconveniences: 


were IC. ful: for, Subjed&s, to' reſiſt 2 - 


Which is the greaceſt and molt merci-- 


Icfs Tyrant? an-arbizraxy. and lawleſs 


his Or «Civil: War: #1 high vill. de-" 


” 4 itroy 


_*1tg 


lows -from hence ? that 


- ſtroy moſt mens Lives?»aNers:or N16: - 
clefran, or « pircht Bartel ent ec 
your moſt Eſtates? « Core = 
pacious Prince, oran Arary;and 
huogry Rabble:2 - which is the;greazeſt - 
oppreſſion of the SubjeRt 2: ſorae altepab: 
Taxes, or Pluaderings, Decumations,and 
Sequeſtrations?* -** COS TITS 
Who are moſt likely -v0 abuſe their. 
power? the Prince, or the whielr 
15 moſt probable , 'that =:PrmieeſHiouid-' 
oppreſs hisdutiful and obedient Subjes, 
or the ſome faftious and deſigning men 
ſhould miſrepreſent the government of 
their Prince, and that the giddy multi- 
tude ſhould believe them > who is moſt 
likely to make a change and alteration 
in government? an Hereditary Prince, 
or the People , who-are fond of _inno» 
vations ? 
White Soverain and irreſiſtible power 
15 in the hands of rhe Prince, it is poſſi 
ble we may ſometimes have a good one, 
and then we ſhall find no inconvenience 
in the Doftrine of Nanereſiſtance. Nay, 
it is poſſible, we may have a great ma- 
"xt good Princes, for one bad one; for 
nſters are not ſo common, as more 
natural produCtions ; ſo that the incon- 
veniences we may ſuffer þy —_— 
© 
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the-pltoplepower 
mat wand that publick: government 
be yuiet and quay A half 


urge mgetr th ' they are as unſtable as 
draatiins 
ig an Ian bye Hrs 
ſtuous too. Theſe are not ſome gue 


hut 
wherein we have 
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Limo pn THI 
U bjeet 
a neceſſary w_ which Subjects _ 


to Soverain Princes , and anſwered all 
thoſe objections which are made againſt 
it ; the reſult of all is, to perſwade Sub- 
jeQs to the praCtiſe of it. And St.Pau/ 
urges two very powerful arguments to 
perſwade us to it, Rom.1 3. 
hat the powers are of God , and 
he that refiſteth the powers, refiſteth the 
ordinance of God. And certainly he is 
no Chriſtian who diſputes obedience to 
the Divine Ordinance and Conſtitution. 
A Prince is the Image, the Vice-gerent 
of God, and therefore Princes are cal- 
led Gods in Scripture, and be he wlut 
pep! a good or a bad Prince , white 
thinks fit to advance him to the 
Throne , it becomes us to ſubmit and 


reverence the Divine Authority. Will 
you 


yr er 

'ou {ift up your hand againlt God 2 
wil you caſt off his awe 
vernment too 2? does not he know tow 


to rale-ns? how to'thuſe 'a Prince for 


us ? "The«greateſt Rebel would bluſh, to 


ſay -this'in ſo many words , [2 
en 


this 1s the Language df Rebellion, 


diſlike their Prince that is, that "Gover-. 


nour, whom God ſets bver then :, they 
rebel againſt their Prince, they Depolſe 


him, they Murder him ; that is, they 


diſown the Authority of God, . they de» 
face and deſtroy his Image, and offer 
ſcorn and contempt to his Vice gerent. 
Earthly Princes look upon every affront 
and diſgrace done to their Miniſters and 
Lieutenants, tobe a contempt of: their 
own Authority; and fo does God too: 
he who pulls downa Prince,denies Gods 


authority to ſet him, up, and affronts: 


his wiſdom in chuſing him. 


2. And therefore {ich men muſt not 


expe to eſcape a deferved puniſhmenr, 


they ſhall receive to themſelves damnati- 


on. ' Now »:is may either ſignifie the 
puniſhment of Rebellion in this world, 
or in the' next; and here it ſignifies 
both. | | 

r. They ſhall be puniſht in this world. 
And whoever ccnfults Ancientand Mc- 
| es dern 


21g 


The Caſe of Reſiſtance of 

der Hiſtories, will find, that Rebels ve- 
ry feldom eſcape puniſhment in, this 
world. How often does God defeat all 
their Counſels, diſcover their ſecret Plots 
and Conpinces, and if they be prof- 
perous tor a, wWnue, Yer. VENgEance OVeEre 
takes them ; if they eſcape puniſhment 
from men,they are puniſht by ſome ſuch 
remarkable providence,as bears the Char 
ractersof a Divine Juſtice in it. | 
2. However,ſfuch men ſhall not eſcape 
the puniſhments -of the other world ; 
and if you believe there is a Hell, for 
Rebels and Traitors, the puniſhment of 
reſiſtance is infinitely , greater than all 
the miſchiefs which can befal you in 
fubjeRion to Princes., and a patient ſuf- 
fering for well doing, What ſhall it 
profit a man , though he ſhould gain the 
whole wor/d , which is ſomething more 
than a ſingle Crown and Kingdom, and 
Foofe his own Soul ? _ an univerſal 
Empise were the reward of Rebellion, 
fuch-a-glorious Traitor, who parts with 
his Soul for it, would have no great rea- 
ſonto boaſt much of his purchaſe. Let 
us then reverence the Divine Judgments, 
let us patiently fabmit to our King, 
though he ſhould perſecute and oppreis 
us; ad expect our proteCtion here _ 
| | | the 
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the Divine Providence, and our reward 
tr Heaven:; which is the fame encou- 
ragement to Non-reſtſtance , 'which we 
have to the (—_ of any other Ver- 
tue;| Were the advantages and difadvan- 
tages cf Reſiſtance and Nor-reſiſtance 
irthis world fairly eſtimated , it were 

- muchmore eli to ſubmit, than to 
rebel againſt our Prince ; but there can 
be no compariſon between theſe two , 
when we take the other world into the 
account. The laſt } W'- 
down all other conſiderations; and cer- 
tamly Rebellion may well be faid to be 
as the ſin of Witchcraft , when it fo in- 
chants men, - that they are reſolved to be 
Rebels, though they bedamned for it. 
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lands $ arm ſo far as it doth with 

the Church of Rome, makes it unlawful to 
hold Communion with the Church of Eng- 
land ? 

6. A Letter to Anonymus , in anſwer 
to his. three Letters to.Dr.Sherlock about 
Church-Communion. 

7, Certain Caſes of Conſcience reſol- 
ved,concerning the Lawfulneſs of joyn- 
ing with Forms of Prayer. in Publick 
Worſhip. In two Parts. 

8. The Caſe of mixt Communion : 


Whether it be Lawtul to Separate from 
a 


IT thnked of prorhifous 
ous Congregations and mixt Commune» 


ons ? 


'2 gpnndAmiwvertorhe Difſtfters Obje- 
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ſoninither parts of Divide Ser 
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1.4. Some Conſiderations okdehs 
Caſe of Scandal , or "giving Ollunes to 
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16. The Chargevof Scandal, and'j - 

ving Offence by Conformity, Kev 
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-- 1.) A-Diſcourſe about the' charge of 
Novelty upon the Reformed Church of 
, made by the Papilts 
us ; Me Queſtion” Where was our 
ligion before Larber 2 5 Intag 
'2<: A Diſcourſe + about Tradition, 


ſhowing what is-meant by it, and what 


radition is to be received', and what 

- moon jsto bt rejected, 

"1+ © The difference of - the Cafe be. 

| tween the Separation: of Proteſtants 

from the Church:of Reme , and the Se- 
paration of Didleners rom theChurch of 


_ Nao 
The / Proteſtant Reſolution of 
Faith, _ c. 


| Some: Scaſorable Refle&ions on the 
Diſcovery of the latePlot, being a Ser- 
mon preached-on-that occaſion, by W. 
Sherlock, D.D. ReQtor of St. George But- 
relph-lane, London.” 

; King David's Deliverarice ; or, -the 
Conſpiracy of Abſolonand Achitophel de- 
feted, in a Sermon Preached ori the day 
of Thankſgiving appointed for the Dif 
covery. of the hate Fanatical Plot. By 
. Thomas Long, B. D. one of the Preben- 

daries of Exon. 
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